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ABSTRACT

Men with alcohol and/or other drug use problems (ADUPs) court-mandated to attend intervention programs for intimate
partner violence (IPV) perpetrators have been identified as a high-risk, highly resistant group of IPV perpetrators, as
they present lower treatment adherence and higher dropout and recidivism rates. Previous research suggests that IPV
perpetrators with ADUPs may require tailored interventions to address their specific risk factors. The present systematic
review was conducted using PRISMA guidelines to identify the specific risk factors in men with and without ADUPs on
entry to court-mandated perpetrator programs. The following databases were searched from inception to November
2021: Web of Science, PsycINFO, and Scopus. There was a screening of 3,995 records, and 29 quantitative studies were
included in the review. Risk factors present in males court-mandated to perpetrator programs were grouped into
four categories: sociodemographic risk factors, personality disorders and psychological adjustment, social-relational
risk factors, and risk factors related to attitudes towards women. Results indicated that the main risk factors in IPV
perpetrators with ADUPs, compared to those without, were higher clinical symptomatology (e.g., anger and impulsivity),
personality disorders, poorer executive functions, having experienced more stressful life events, higher exposure to
childhood trauma, lower intimate social support, and higher responsibility attributed to the offenders’ personal context.
These results contribute to a deeper understanding of the complex phenomenon of IPV and ADUPs, and could help to
inform key targets for perpetrator programs that may improve the well-being of their (ex)partners and increase the
effectiveness of intervention programs for IPV perpetrators.

Participantes que acuden por mandato judicial a programas de intervencion
para agresores de pareja con problemas de consumo de sustancias: una
revision sistematica de los factores de riesgo especificos

RESUMEN

Los hombres que presentan consumo problematico de alcohol y otras drogas (CPAD) y que acuden por mandato judicial
a programas de intervencion para agresores de pareja constituyen un grupo de agresores resistentes a la intervencién
y de alto riesgo, ya que presentan una menor adherencia al tratamiento y una mayor frecuencia de abandono y
reincidencia. La investigacién previa indica que los participantes con CPAD pueden necesitar intervenciones adaptadas
en las que se traten los factores de riesgo especificos. La presente revision sistematica se ha llevado a cabo siguiendo
las directrices PRISMA con el fin de conocer los factores de riesgo especificos en participantes con y sin CPAD al inicio
de la intervencidn. La bisqueda bibliografica se realizé en las siguientes bases de datos hasta noviembre del 2021: Web
of Science, PsycINFO y Scopus. Se examinaron 3,995 estudios, incluyéndose 29 estudios cuantitativos en la revision.
Los factores de riesgo de los hombres que acudieron por mandato judicial a intervenciones con agresores de pareja se
agrupan en cuatro categorias: sociodemogréficos, trastornos de la personalidad y ajuste psicoldgico, sociorrelacionales
y relativos a las actitudes hacia la mujer. Los resultados indican que los principales factores de riesgo en agresores de
pareja con CPAD, comparados con aquellos que no tienen este problema, se caracterizan por una mayor sintomatologia

Cite this article as: Expésito—/\lvarez, C., Santirso, F. A,, Gilchrist, G., Gracia, E., & Lila, M. (2023). Participants in court-mandated intervention programs for intimate partner violence
perpetrators with substance use problems: A systematic review of specific risk factors. Psychosocial Intervention, 32(2), 89-108. https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2023a7

Funding; Cristina Expésito-Alvarez was supported by the FPU program and the complementary grant for international mobility of the Spanish Ministry of Universities (FPU19/05278;
EST22/00468). Marisol Lila was supported by PROMETEO 2022: Projects for Research Excellence Groups (CIPROM/2021/46), Generalitat Valenciana, and the National Drugs Plan of
the Spanish Ministry of Health, Consumption and Social Services (PND2018/021). Correspondence: Cristina.Exposito@uv.es (C. Expdsito-Alvarez).

ISSN:1132-0559/© 2023 Colegio Oficial de la Psicologia de Madrid. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).



90 C. Expésito-Alvarez et al. / Psychosocial Intervention (2023) 32(2) 89-108

clinica (e.g., ira e impulsividad), trastornos de la personalidad, deficiencias en las funciones ejecutivas, mayor
exposicion a hechos vitales estresantes, trauma en la infancia, menor apoyo social intimo y mayor tendencia a atribuir
la responsabilidad de la conducta violenta a su contexto personal. Estos resultados contribuyen a una comprensiéon mas
profunda de la compleja relacion entre la violencia de pareja y el CPAD y de los objetivos clave de los programas para
agresores, con el fin de aumentar el bienestar de la (ex)pareja y la eficacia de dichos programas.

Intimate partner violence (IPV) against women has been
internationally recognized as a serious and widespread phenomenon
of epidemic proportions that includes physical, sexual, economic,
social, and psychological harm toward women perpetrated by a
current or former male intimate partner (World Health Organization
[WHO, 2013, 2014]). According to a recent WHO (2021) report on
global IPV prevalence estimates, 27% of ever-married or partnered
women aged 15-49 years have suffered physical and/or sexual
violence from a current or former male intimate partner at least
once in their lifetime. The persistently high prevalence of IPV has led
governments and organizations to implement intervention programs
for IPV perpetrators to promote healthy behaviours alternative to
violence for male perpetrators convicted of IPV offences to reduce
recidivism and protect victims (Scott et al., 2011; Voith et al., 2018;
WHO, 2021). Intervention programs for IPV perpetrators can be
mandated by courts in lieu of incarceration, or perpetrators can
self-refer to some intervention programs (Cheng et al., 2021; Dalton,
2007). Reviews on the effectiveness of such intervention programs
for court-mandated IPV perpetrators have found mixed results, with
positive but low to moderate effect sizes on reducing recidivism (Arce
et al.,, 2020; Babcock et al., 2004; Cheng et al., 2021; Feder & Wilson,
2005; Santirso et al., 2020; Smedslund et al., 2011; Stephens-Lewis
et al., 2021). Scientific literature in this field has pointed to the main
challenges that hinder the effectiveness of intervention programs
for IPV perpetrators, specifically, high dropout rates, low treatment
adherence, low levels of personal responsibility attribution, and
low levels of motivation to change, which are particularly present
in court-mandated (Bowen & Gilchrist, 2004), high-risk, and highly
resistant perpetrators (Carbajosa et al., 2017; Eckhardt et al., 2008;
Jewell & Wormith, 2010). Risk factors that increase the occurrence of
IPV recidivism in these perpetrators include previous mental health
issues (Petersson & Strand, 2017), sociodemographic characteristics
(i.e., immigrant status), childhood experience and/or exposure to
family violence, experience of stressful life events (Lila et al., 2019),
trauma (Kwong et al, 2003), and substance use (Langenderfer,
2013). Another challenge that has been widely recognized in
scientific research is the lack of individualized intervention programs
specifically tailored to participants’ risk factors such as substance use
and/or other underlying problems (Butters et al., 2021; Karakurt et
al., 2019).

Alcohol and/or other drug use problems (ADUPs) have been
strongly and consistently associated with [PV perpetration
(Cafferky et al., 2018). Approximately 50% of perpetrators attending
intervention programs for IPV have ADUPs (Crane et al., 2015;
Kraanen et al., 2010; Stuart et al., 2003; Stuart et al., 2009). Although
ADUPs are “neither a necessary nor a sufficient cause, excessive
alcohol use does contribute to the occurrence of partner violence
and that contribution is approximately equal to other contributing
causes such as gender roles, anger, and marital functioning” (Leonard
& Quigley, 2017, p. 7). In addition, ADUPs are strongly associated with
low treatment adherence, dropout, recidivism, and severe violence
in perpetrators court-mandated to attend IPV intervention programs
(Bowen & Gilchrist, 2006; Easton et al., 2018; Jewell & Wormith,
2010; Lila et al., 2020; Moore & Stuart, 2004; Olver et al., 2011).
Thus, perpetrators with ADUPs have been identified as a high-risk,
highly resistant group of IPV perpetrators who may require tailored
interventions to address their IPV perpetration (Gilchrist & Hegarty,
2017). Compared to those without ADUPs, risk factors associated

with ADUPs in this population include poorer cognitive abilities
(Romero-Martinez et al., 2016; Romero-Martinez, Lila, & Moya Albiol,
2019; Vitoria-Estruch et al., 2017), exposure to childhood trauma
(Alexander, 2014; McBurnett et al., 2001), stressful life events (Lila
et al., 2013), less perceived social support (Catala-Mifiana et al.,
2017; Taft et al., 2010), psychopathological symptoms (Stuart et al.,
2003; Thomas et al., 2013), impulsivity, antisocial, borderline, and
aggressive personality disorders (a term coined by Millon (2007)
describing a clinical personality pattern characterized by a tendency
to act impulsively, violently and antisocially; (Exposito-Alvarez et
al., 2021). In consideration of the above characteristics, dealing with
perpetrators with ADUPs and other associated risk factors frequently
represents a challenge for professionals in these intervention
programs (Karakurt et al., 2019; McMurran, 2017).

Several authors state that risk assessments are required to help
professionals to identify specific risk and protective factors in IPV
perpetrators with ADUPs (Leonard & Quigley, 2017), and develop
treatment plans sensitive and responsive to these risk factors and
treatment needs (Finkel, 2007; Massa et al., 2020; Travers et al., 2021).
Achieving abstinence or reducing ADUPs alone has been shown to
have positive but not sustained effects on reducing IPV recidivism in
this high-risk and highly resistant group of perpetrators (Wilson et al.,
2014). Thus, identifying and addressing risk factors associated with
ADUPs could have the potential to improve IPV perpetrator program
effectiveness (Karakurt et al., 2019; Leonard & Quigley, 2017; Murphy
& Ting, 2010). This could be especially beneficial for court-mandated
participants who, compared to self-referred participants, present
higher IPV recidivism rates (Mills et al., 2013; Shepard et al., 2002),
higher social desirability and denial (Daly et al., 2001), are more
antisocial (Dixon & Browne, 2003; Turner et al., 2022), exhibit higher
levels of external locus of control, and are less motivated to change
(Bowen & Gilchrist, 2004), also shown by their increased likelihood
to be in the precontemplation stage (Tutty et al., 2020). Therefore,
those referred by the judicial system to attend interventions for
IPV perpetrators may require more tailored support to address risk
factors that contribute to increasing their resistance to treatment
(Cheng et al., 2021; Cunha et al., 2022; Tutty et al., 2020). However,
more research is needed to provide an integrated view of the main
risk factors present in court-mandated IPV perpetrators with ADUPs.

The present systematic review filled this gap by rigorously
analyzing the specific risk factors in men with and without
ADUPs court-mandated to attend intervention programs for IPV
perpetrators. Although there are other types of partnerships that
involve IPV (e.g., LGBTIQ+; Badenes-Ribera et al., 2016; Coston,
2021; Gilchrist et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2021; Peitzmeier et al., 2020),
the present systematic review focuses on male perpetrators, as [PV
is most commonly and severely perpetrated by men against women
(Centers for Disease Control and Prevention [CDC, 2022]; WHO,
2013). As far as we are aware, this is the first systematic review to
identify the specific risk factors beyond issues strictly related to
substance use that differentiate IPV perpetrators with and without
ADUPs in court-mandated group-based intervention programs for
IPV perpetrators. A better understanding of the main risk factors
present in participants with ADUPs on entry to such programs will
help inform intervention needs for this high-risk, highly resistant
population, which may improve their treatment outcomes (Crane
et al.,, 2016; Massa et al., 2020).
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Method

This systematic review was conducted in accordance with
the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-
Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines (Page et al., 2021). The study protocol
was prospectively registered with the International Prospective
Register of Systematic Reviews (PROSPERO 2022 CRD42022297377)
on 13 January 2022.

Search Strategy

A systematic search of the following electronic databases was
conducted: Web of Science, PsycINFO, and Scopus. The search
strategy on terms related to IPV was developed by the research
team and adapted from a previous review conducted by the team
(Santirso et al., 2020). No limitation was applied for the year or
language of publications. Citations were managed using Endnote
Version X9. The search was conducted in October 2020 and repeated
in November 2021. The search strategy was performed through an
iterative process using multiple combinations of the keywords in
four clusters and included the following terms: (intimate* violen*
OR partner* violen* OR domestic* violen* OR marital* violen*
OR couple* violen* OR spous* violen* OR husband* violen* OR
situation* violen* OR partner* abus* OR domestic* abus* OR spous*
abus* OR marital* abus* OR husband* abus* OR intimate* terror*
OR partner™® aggress® OR husband* aggress® OR spous™ aggress* OR
marital® aggress* OR couple* aggress*) AND (alcohol* OR substance
OR drug OR drinking) AND (intervention®* OR program* OR
treatment® OR therapy* OR group) AND (batterer* OR offender* OR
perpetrator® OR aggres* OR men). We complemented the electronic
search with backward and forward searches to further identify
relevant publications.

Eligibility

Inclusion criteria were: (1) studies published in peer-reviewed
journals to guarantee minimum methodological standards in the
included studies; 2) quantitative studies; 3) sample included at
least 70% men who were court-mandated to attend an intervention
program for IPV perpetrators; 4) results were presented separately
for men; 5) risk factors for IPV (e.g., levels of anger) were compared
between IPV perpetrators with and without ADUPs and/or levels
of ADUPs were compared between IPV perpetrators with and
without risk factors for IPV (e.g., participants with high versus low
anger) and/or the association between risk factors and levels of
ADUPs was evaluated; 6) data were collected on entry to court-
mandated IPV perpetrator intervention. Two reviewers (CEA and
FA) independently screened the records by abstract and title to
identify studies that met eligibility criteria. Full texts of the selected
studies were independently assessed by three authors (CEA,
FA, and GG) and discrepancies were resolved by discussion and
consensus with additional authors (ML and EG). When we needed
further clarification to establish eligibility or supply additional data
required for our review, the authors of the studies were contacted
by email.

Data Extraction

Two of the researchers independently extracted the data (CEA
and FA). Study characteristics that were extracted included the
country where each intervention took place, their sample size, %
of men court-mandated to attend an intervention program for IPV
perpetrators, methodology, ADUPs-related measures, risk factors-
related measures, and a summary of the main results showing
the risk factors in IPV perpetrators with ADUPs. The extracted

data included a summary of documented risk factors for IPV
in perpetrators with and without ADUPs analyzed in included
studies, the number of included studies that assessed at least one
risk factor in each category, and the number of included studies
that investigated each risk factor. Discrepancies were resolved by
consensus with a third author (GG or ML).

Assessment of Methodological Quality

Study quality was assessed using the Mixed Methods Appraisal
Tool (MMAT; Hong et al., 2018; Pace et al., 2012). Specifically, the
designs evaluated were non-randomized quantitative studies. For
each study design, the MMAT presents a five-question checklist
to assess the methodological quality of the studies. The response
options were ‘yes’, ‘no’, or ‘can’t tell’ if the study does not report
appropriate information to answer. Three authors (CEA, FA, and GG)
independently assessed the risk of bias in included studies with
disagreement resolved by discussion and consensus with additional
authors (ML and EG).

Identification of Studies via Databases and Registers

Records removed

“before screening”:
Duplicate records
removed
(n=2,058)

Records identified from:
PsycINFO (n=1,731)
Scopus (n=1,866) >
Web of Science
(n=2,456)

Identification

A4

Records screened
(n=3,995)

v

Records assessed for
eligibility
(n=53)

Records excluded™*
(n=3,942)

A4

Records excluded:

= Not quantitative studies
(n=2)

» Target population < 70%
men court-mandated to
an intervention program
for IPV perpetrators
(n=10)

» Results not presented
separately for men (n=3)

Screening

» Comparisons of risk

factors for IPV between
A IPV perpetrators with
Studies included in and without ADUPs,
qualitative synthesis comparisons of levels
(n=29) of ADUPs between IPV
perpetrators with and
without risk factors, or
associations between risk
factors and ADUPs were
not available (n=7)

= Data collected on entry to
IPV perpetrator program
not presented (n=2)

Included

Figure 1. PRISMA Flow Diagram.

Results

Database searches resulted in 6,053 records. Once duplicates
were removed, 3,995 records remained. After initial exclusion
based on titles and abstracts, 53 records were selected for full-text
assessment. Twenty-four studies were excluded as: they were not
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Figure 2. Risk of Bias of Included Studies.

quantitative studies (n = 2); the target population was less than 70%
men court-mandated to an intervention program for IPV perpetra-
tors (n = 10); the results were not presented separately for men (n
= 3); comparisons of risk factors for IPV between IPV perpetrators
with and without ADUPs, comparisons of levels of ADUPs between
IPV perpetrators with and without risk factors, or associations be-
tween risk factors and ADUPs were not available (n = 7) and the
data collected on entry to IPV perpetrator program were not pre-
sented (n = 2). A total of 29 manuscripts met the inclusion criteria
and were included in the review (Figure 1).

Risk of Bias Results

Risk of bias in included studies was assessed, using MMAT cri-
teria for quantitative non-randomized studies (n = 29; see Figure
2).In terms of the representativeness of the target population, only

seven studies gave clear indicators, including inclusion and exclu-
sion criteria of the target population and reasons why certain eligi-
ble individuals chose not to participate (Studies 2, 9, 10, 12, 14, 22,
and 26). Measurements were appropriately described in all studies
(see Figure 2). With regard to complete outcome data, most of the
studies (n = 22) gave all numbers and accounted for missing data,
except for seven studies, six of which only met one of these condi-
tions (Studies 1, 4, 7, 11, 24, and 29), and one which did not mention
missing data (Study 5). Unexpected or inappropriate methods were
used to control for confounding factors in six studies (Studies 1, 2,
8, 10, 19, and 27). In terms of the presence of contamination in the
assignment of the intervention, the intervention was not adminis-
tered as intended in two studies (Study 2, 3), and one study used
a sample recruited from domestic violence programs in several
communities (Study 8). All studies were included in the narrative
synthesis regardless of quality.
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Table 1. Risk Factors in Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) Perpetrators with Alcohol and/or other Drug Use Problems (ADUPs) in the Selected Studies

Study Study Country, sample size Methodology used ADUPs-related measures Risk factors-related measures Results
Number (N)IPV perpetrators,
and court-mandat-
ed (%)
[1] Alexander United States of Ameri- ~ Comparison of groups ~ Alcohol abuse [Alcohol Use  Exposure to childhood trauma (Ad-hoc) Alcohol abuse
(2014) ca(USA) of participants Disorders Identification Test Men with trauma history > No
473 (AUDIT, Allenet al,, 1997)] trauma histo[y
100% Drug abuse (Self-reported) Drug abuse
Men with trauma history vs. No
trauma history (ns)
2] Boiraand Jodrd  Spain Cluster analysis Alcohol and drugs abuse Clusters: Cluster 1 (Lower clinical symptomatolo-  Alcohol abuse
(2013) 61 [Millon Clinical Multiaxial gy) and Cluster 2 (Higher clinical symptomatology)  MCMI-Il and semi-structured
100% Inventory-1l (MCMI-II; Clustering variable: Clinical symptomatology interview: Higher clinical symp-
Millon, 1998); Semistruc- [Symptoms Checklist-90 Revised (SCL-90-R; tomatology > Lower clinical
tured Interview (Echebura  Derogatis, 1975; Spanish version by Gonzalez de symptomatology
&Corral, ]998)] Rivera, 2002)] Drugs abuse
MCMI-II: Higher clinical symp-
tomatology > Lower clinical
symptomatology
Semi-structured interview:
Higher clinical symptomatology
vs. Lower clinical symptomatol-
ogy (ns)
[3] Brasfield et al. USA Bivariate correlations Hazardous drinking (AUDIT;  Pathological gambling [The South Oaks Gambling ~ Hazardous drinkers vs. Non-haz-
(2012) 341 and comparison of Saunders et al,, 1993) Screen (SOGS; Lesieur & Blume, 1987)] ardous drinkers
100% groups of participants Impulsivity [Eysenck Impulsiveness Questionnaire  Pathological gambling (+)
(EIQ; Eysenck et al, 1985)] Hazardous drinking
Impulsivity (+)
14] Brem, Florim- USA Correlational analysis Alcohol problems [The Psy-  Antisocial personality disorder (ASPD) [The Alcohol problems
bio, et al.(2018) 331 and structural equa- chiatric Diagnostic Screening  Personality Diagnostic Questionnaire-4's Antisocial  ASDP traits (+);
100% tional modeling Questionnaire (PDSQ; Zim-  Personality Disorder (PDQ-4-ASPD scale; Hyler, Distress tolerance (-)
merman, 2002; Zimmerman ~ 2004)]
& Mattia, 2001)] Distress tolerance [The Distress Tolerance Scale
(DTS; Simons & Gaher, 2005)]
[5] Brem, Shorey, et~ USA Correlational analy- Alcohol problems (AUDIT; Trait jealousy [The Interpersonal Jealousy Scale Alcohol problems
al.(2018) 74 sis and moderation Saunders et al., 1993) (IJS; Mathes & Severa, 1981)] Trait jealousy (ns); Alcohol
100% analysis problems (+) relates to physical
and sexual [PV among men with
high levels of trait jealousy
[6] Catald-Miflana ~ Spain Bivariate correlations Alcohol consumption (AU-  Clinical symptomatology (SCL-90-R; Derogatiset ~ Risk consumers vs. Non-risk
etal.(2013) 291 and comparison of DIT; Babor & Grant, 1989; al, 1977) consumers
100 groups of participants  Spanish version by Con- Impulsivity [Impulsivity Scale (IS; Plutchik & Van ~ Clinical symptomatology (+);

tel-Guillamén et al,, 1999)

Praag, 1989)]

Self-esteem [Self-esteem Scale (Rosenberg, 1989)]
Responsibility attribution scale (Lila et al,, 2012).
Subscales: Responsibility attributed to the legal
context; Responsibility attributed to the victim;
Responsibility attributed to the offender’s personal

context.

Attitudes towards intimate partner violence
against women (IPVAW) scale (Gracia et al., 2008,

2011)

Intimate Social Support Questionnaire (Lin et al.,

1986)

Perceived Social Rejection Index (PSRI; Ad-hoc)
Stressful Life Events Questionnaire (Gracia &

Herrero, 2004)

Satisfaction with economic status: 2-item of

European Social Survey (2007)

Perceived Community Support Questionnaire
(PCSQ; Gracia & Herrero, 2006). Dimensions:
Community integration; Community Participation;
Support from formal and informal community

organizations

Impulsivity (+); Perceived social
rejection (+); Stressful life events
(+); Satisfaction with economic
status (+); Self-esteem (-); Inti-
mate Social Support (-); Commu-
nity integration (ns); Community
Participation (ns) Support from
formal community organizations
(ns); Support from informal
community organizations (ns);
Responsibility attributed to the
offender’s personal context (+);
Responsibility attributed to the
legal context (ns); Responsibility
attributed to the victim (ns);
Attitude towards [PVAW (ns)
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Table 1. Risk Factors in Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) Perpetrators with Alcohol and/or other Drug Use Problems (ADUPs) in the Selected Studies (continued)

Study Study Country, sample size Methodology used ADUPs-related measures Risk factors-related measures Results
Number (N)IPV perpetrators,
and court-mandat-
ed (%)
[7] Catald-Mifiana ~ Spain Logistic regressionand ~ Alcohol abuse (AUDIT; Babor  Age (Self-reported) Alcohol abuse
etal.(2017) 231 ROC analysis &Grant, 1989; Spanish  Marital status (Self-reported) Age (ns); Marital status (s);
100% version by Contel-Guillamon  ehnicity (Self-reported; Spanish or Latin Amer- Ethnicity (Latin American) (+);
etal, 1999) ican) Stressful life events (+): Intimate
Accumulation of stressful life events (Stressful Life ~ SUPPOrt (-); Social rejection (ns)
Events Questionnaire; Gracia & Herrero, 2004)
Perception of social support (Intimate Social
Support Questionnaire; Lin et al., 1986; Spanish
version in Herrero et al., 2012)
Social rejection (PSRI; Ad-hoc)
8] Chiffriller and USA Cluster analysis Alcoholism [Michigan Typologies: Pathological batterers; Sexually violent  Alcoholism
Hennessy 201 Alcoholism Screening Test batterers; Generally violent batterers; Psychologi-  Typologies: Pathological batterers
(2009) 97% (MAST; Selzer et al., 1975)] cally violent batterers; Family-only batterers vs. Sexually violent batterers s,
Clustering variables: Generally violent batterers vs.
Personality characteristics [Basic Personality Psychologically violent batterers
Inventory (BP; Jackson, 1989)] vs. Family-only batterers (ns)
Jealousy [Multidimensional Jealousy Scale (M]S;
Pfeiffer & Wong, 1989)]
IPV [Revised Conflict Tactics Scales (CTS2; Straus
etal, 1996)]
Attachment styles [Relationship Scales Question-
naire (RSQ; Griffin & Bartholomew, 1994)]
[9] Eckhardtetal. ~ USA Cluster analysis Alcohol use (AUDIT; Saun- Clusters: High anger-expressive, Low anger, and Alcohol use
(2008) 190 dersetal, 1993) Moderate anger-inexpressive High anger-expressive > Low
100% Drug use [Drug Abuse Clustering variable: Anger [State-Trait Anger anger; Low anger vs. Moderate
Screening Test (DAST; Expression Inventory (STAXI; Spielberger, 1988)] anger-inexpressive (ns); Moder-
Skinner, 1982)] ate anger-inexpressive vs. High
anger-expressive (11s)
Drugs use
High anger-expressive > Low
anger; Low anger vs. Moderate
anger-inexpressive (ns); High
anger-expressive > Moderate
anger-inexpressive
[10] Expésito-Alva-  Spain Comparison of groups ~ Alcohol and/or drug abuse Sociodemographic variables (Self-reported): Age,  Participants with ADAPs vs.
rezetal. (2021) 1,039 of participants problems (ADAPs) [Alcohol ~ Educational level, Immigrant status, Employment ~ without ADAPs
100% dependence and drug de- status, [ncome Age (-); Educational level (ns);

pendence clinical syndrome
scales included in Millon
Clinical Multiaxial Inven-
tory-1ll (MCMI-LIL; Millon,
2007; Spanish version by
Cardenal & Sénchez, 2007)]

Clinical symptomatology (SCL-90-R; Derogatis,
1977, Spanish version by De las Cuevas et al., 1991)
Personality disorders (MCMI-IIL; Millon, 2007;
Spanish version by Cardenal & Sanchez, 2007).
Subscales: Depressive; Dependent; Antisocial;
Aggressive; Borderline; Paranoid; Anxiety person-
ality disorder

Anger [State-Trait Anger Expression [nventory-2
(STAXI-2; Spielberger, 1999; Spanish version by
Miguel-Tobal et al., 2001)]. Subscales: Anger state;
Anger trait

Plutchik’s Impulsivity Scale (Plutchik & Van Praag,
1989; Spanish version by Paez et al,, 1996)
Rosenberg Self-esteem Scale (Rosenberg, 1965;
Spanish version by Martin-Albo et al,, 2007)
Community support (PCSQ; Gracia & Herrero,
2006)

Intimate Social Support Questionnaire (Lin et al.,
1986; Spanish adaptation by Herrero et al., 2011)
Stressful Life Events Questionnaire (Gracia &
Herrero, 2004)

Perceived social rejection (PSRI; Catald-Mifiana
etal, 2013)

Family violence exposure [The sixth item of the
Spousal Assault Risk Assessment (SARA; Kropp

et al,, 1999; Spanish version by Andrés-Pueyo et
al, 2008)]

Perceived severity of [PVAW scale (PS-IPVAW;
Gracia et al,, 2008)

Ambivalent Sexism Inventory (Glick & Fiske, 1997,
Spanish version by Exposito et al., 1998). Sub-
scales: Hostile and Benevolent sexism

Income (ns); Unemployment (+);
Immigrant (-); Clinical symptom-
atology (+); Depressive person-
ality disorder (+); Dependent
(ns); Narcissist (+); Antisocial (+);
Aggressive (+); Borderline (+);
Paranoid (+); Anxiety personality
disorder (+); Anger state (+);
Anger trait (+); Impulsivity (+);
Self-esteem (-); Community
integration (-); Participation (-);
Informal community support (-);
Intimate support (-); Stressful
life events (+); Perceived social
rejection (+); Exposure to family
violence (+); Perceived severity of
IPVAW (ns); Hostile sexism (ns);
Benevolent sexism (ns)
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Table 1. Risk Factors in Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) Perpetrators with Alcohol and/or other Drug Use Problems (ADUPs) in the Selected Studies (continued)

Study Study Country, sample size Methodology used ADUPs-related measures Risk factors-related measures Results
Number (N)IPV perpetrators,
and court-mandat-
ed (%)
[11] Grigorianetal. ~ USA Bivariate correlations Alcohol use problems Emotion dysregulation [The Difficulties in Emotion  Alcohol use problems
(2020) 391 and structural equation ~ (AUDIT; Babor et al,, 2001; Regulation Scale (DERS; Gratz & Roemer, 2004)] Emotion dysregulation (+)
100% modeling Saunders et al., 1993)
[12] Lilaetal.(2014)  Spain Correlational analysis Abusive alcohol consump- Responsibility Attribution [Intimate Partner Abusive alcohol consumption
423 tion (AUDIT; Babor & Grant,  Violence Responsibility Attribution Scale (IPVRAS;  Responsibility attribution to the
1002 1989) Lilaetal, 2014)] offenders’ personal context (+)
[13] Marsh and New Zealand Comparison of groups ~ Alcoholism [The Short Mich-  Traumatic Brain Injury (TBI; Medical history Alcoholism
Martinovich 38 of participants igan Alcoholism Screening interview) TBI vs. Non-TBI (ns)
(2006) 100% Test (SMAST; Selzer et al.,
1975)]
[14] Murphy et al. USA Cluster analysis Alcohol abuse (AUDIT; Babor  Clusters: Pathological anger; Low anger control; Alcohol abuse
(2007) 159 etal, 1992) Normal anger Pathological anger > Low anger
79% and 6% a court Drug abuse (DAST; Skinner,  Clustering variable: Anger problems (STAXI; control and Normal anger
case pending 1982) Spielberger, 1988) Drug abuse
Pathological anger > Low anger
control and Normal anger
[15] Redondoetal.  Spain Cluster analysis Alcohol use (AUDIT; Saun- Anger profiles (clusters): Undercontrolled and Alcohol abuse
(2019) 483 dersetal, 1993) overcontrolled Undercontrolled anger > Overcon-
100% Clustering variables: trolled anger
Anger (STAXI; Spielberger, 1988; Spanish adapta-
tion by Miguel-Tobal et al., 2001)
General Aggression [Aggression Questionnaire
(AQ; Buss & Perry, 1992; Spanish adaptation by
Redondo et al,, 2017)]
[16] Romero- Spain Cluster analysis Alcohol consumption Sociodemographic variables (Self-reported): High alcohol consumption vs.
Martinez et al. 145 [AUDIT (Contel-Guillamén Educational level, Nationality, Employment status,  Low alcohol consumption
(2013) 100% etal, 1999); CAGE Test Economic income per year, Marital status (Single;  Educational level, Nationality,
(Spanish adaptation by Ro- ~ Married; Divorced) Employment status and Eco-
driguez-Martos etal, 1986);  Empathy [Interpersonal Reactivity Index (IRI; nomic income per year (ns);
Alcohol dependence scale of  Davis, 1983; Spanish adaptation by Mestre et al., Marital status: Divorced (+); IRI
the MCMI-III (Millon, 2007)]  2004)]. Subscales: IRI perspective taking; Empa-  perspective taking (-); IRl em-
thetic concern; Personal distress, and Fantasy pathic concern (ns); IRI personal
Anger (STAXI-2; Spielberger, 1999; Spanish adap- ~ distress (+); IRI fantasy (ns); Trait
tation by Miguel-Tobal et al,, 2001) Anger (+); Anger Expression (+);
Impulsivity (Plutchik Impulsivity Scale; Paez et Impulsivity (+); Eyes test per-
al, 1996) formgnce (-); Eyes test positive
Emotional decoding (Eyes Test; Baron-Cohen et al., emo.tlons (nls), Neg_atlve e{notlons
2001). Dimensions: Eyes test performance; Eyes (ns); Ngutra §motlonsl (-); WGST
" . . total trials (+); Total mistakes
test positive, Neutral, and Negative emotions (#): Perseverative mistakes (+);
Cognitive flexibility [Wisconsin card sorting test No}l-perseverative - (+');
(WCST; Heaton et al., 2011)]. Dimensions: WCST Perseverative mistakes % (+);
total trials; Total mistakes; Perseverative mistakes;  pijire to maintain set (ns); Trials
Non-perseverative mistakes; Perseverative mis- o complete the first category
takes %; Failure to maintain set; Trials to complete (ns); Number of categories (-);
the first category; Number of categories; Concep- Conceptual level (1s); Learn to
tual level; Learn to learn learn (ns); Hostile sexism (+);
Ambivalent Sexism Inventory (Expdsito et al., Benevolent sexism (ns); Perceived
1998) parental rejection (+)
Parental Acceptance-Rejection Questionnaire
(Rohner et al., 1978)
[17] Romero- Spain Mediation analysis Alcohol abuse [AUDIT (Con-  Anger Expression Index (STAXI; Spielberger, 1999)  Alcohol abuse
Martinezet al. 16 tel-Guillamén et al,, 1999); Anger Expression Index (+)
(2015) 100% Alcohol dependence scale of

the MCMI-ITT (Millon, 2007)]
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Table 1. Risk Factors in Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) Perpetrators with Alcohol and/or other Drug Use Problems (ADUPs) in the Selected Studies (continued)

Study Study Country, sample size Methodology used ADUPs-related measures Risk factors-related measures Results
Number (N)IPV perpetrators,
and court-mandat-
ed (%)
[18] Romero- Spain Cluster analysis Alcohol abuse [AUDIT (Span-  Sociodemographic variables (Self-reported): High alcohol vs. low alcohol
Martinez et al. 116 ish version by Contel-Guil- Educational level, Nationality, Employment status,  Educational level, Nationality,
(2016) 1002 lamon et al, 1999); Alcohol ~ Economic income per year, Marital status Employment status and Econom-
disorders scale of MCMI-IIL Empathy (IRT; Mestre et al,, 2004) ic income per year (ns); Marital
(Millon, 2007)] Theory of mind/Emotional decoding (Eyes Test; status: Single (+); Eyes Test
Baron-Cohen et al,, 2001) performance (-); IRI perspective
Cognitive Flexibility (WCST; Heaton et al., 2011) taking (-); Personal distress (+);
Empathetic concern (ns); Fantasy
(ns); WCST number of categories
completed (-); WCST percentage
of perseverative errors (+); The
number of trials (+); The number
of perseverative errors (+)
[19] Romero- Spain Comparison of groups  Alcohol consumption Plutchik Impulsivity Scale (Plutchik & Van Praag, High alcohol vs. Low alcohol
Martinez, Lila, 423 of participants (AUDIT; Gual et al., 1999) 1989) consumption
Moya-Albiol 100% Emotional decoding (Eyes Test; Baron-Cohen et Impulsivity (+)
(2019) al, 2001) Dropped out and high alcohol vs.
Cognitive flexibility (Perseverative errors; WCST; Dropped out and low alcohol
Heaton et al, 2011). Emotional decoding (-); WCST
perseverative errors (+)
[20] Saundersetal.  USA Cluster analysis Alcohol use (Structured Typologies (clusters): Generally violent; Emotion-  Alcohol use
(1992) 182 intake interview) ally volatile, and Family-only aggressors Generally violent > Emotionally
70% Clustering variables: volatile and Family-only ag-
Generalized violence (Intake interview) 8ressors
Severity of violence [Conflict Tactics Scale (CTS;
Straus, 1979)]
Anger toward a partner [A modified version of the
Novaco Anger Index (Novaco, 1975)]
Depression (Beck Depression Inventory; Beck et
al, 1961)
Liberal views of sex roles [A version of the Atti-
tudes Toward Women Scale (Spence & Helmreich,
1979)]
[21] Semiatinetal. ~ USA Bivariate correlation Alcohol use (AUDIT; Saun- Posttraumatic stress disorder (PTSD) symptoms Alcohol use
(2017) 293 and multiple regression  ders et al, 1993) (The PCL-C; Blanchard et al,, 1996). Dimensions: PTSD total symptoms (+); Reexpe-
75% analysis Drug use frequency (Struc- ~ PTSD total symptoms; Reexperiencing, Avoidance/  riencing (+); Avoidance/numbing
tured interview) numbing; Hyperarousal (+); Hyperarousal (ns)
Drug use frequency
PTSD total symptoms (+); Reexpe-
riencing (+); Avoidance/numbing
(+); Hyperarousal (+);
Uniquely (+) associated with
reexperiencing symptoms
[22] Siria et al. Spain Comparison of groups  Alcohol and drug depen- Childhood family violence (CFV) [The General Alcohol dependence
(2021) 981 of participants dence (MCMI-IIL; Millon, Structured Interview of Batterer Men (Echebura  perpetrators with CFV > With-
714% 1997; Spanish version of & Fernindez-Montalvo, 1998))] out CFV
Cardenal & Sanchez, 2007) Drug dependence
Perpetrators with CFV > With-
out CFV
[23] Snow et al. USA Correlation and path Problem drinking (AUDIT, Coping [Coping Strategy Indicator (CSI; Amirkhan,  Problem drinking
(2006) 147 analysis Babor & Grant, 1989) 1990)]. Dimensions: Avoidance; Problem-solving,  Avoidance coping (+); Problem
100% and Support-seeking coping. solving (-); Support-seeking
coping (ns)
[24] Stuart et al. USA Comparison of groups ~ Hazardous drinking [Meet-  Depression (CESD; Radloff, 1977)] Hazardous drinkers vs. Non-haz-
(2003) 150 of participants ing clinical guidelines for ardous drinkers
100% hazardous drinking (Nation- Depression (+)

al Institute for Alcohol Abuse
and Alcoholism, 1995);
drinking to the point of in-
toxication (AUDIT; Saunders
etal, 1993)]
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Table 1. Risk Factors in Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) Perpetrators with Alcohol and/or other Drug Use Problems (ADUPs) in the Selected Studies (continued)

Study Study Country, sample size Methodology used ADUPs-related measures Risk factors-related measures Results
Number (N)IPV perpetrators,
and court-mandated
(%)
[25] Thomas et al. USA Comparison of groups  Alcohol and other drugs Demographic characteristics (Self-reported): Age, ~ AOD batterers vs. non-AOD
(2013) 798 of participants (AOD) use [Criteria: (a) Income, Years of education, Full-time employed, batterers
100% self-identified with a Race/ethnicity (African-American; Hispanic/Lati- ~ Age (+); Years of education (-);
substance abuse problem; no; White/European; Other); Marital status White or Latino (+); Income (1s);
(b) reported attendance Trauma [The Trauma Symptom Checklist (TSC-33;  Full-time employed (ns); Mar-
at Alcoholics Anonymous Briere & Runtz, 1989)] ital status (ns); Violence in the
meetings; (c)ascore of 201 ppoer (STAX: Spielberger, 1988) family of origin (+); Trauma (+);
rrtmrle $g7t‘{1e CdAGE (Nr[tailﬁeld Borderline personality structure [The Borderline ~ Anger (+); Borderline personality
call, T2 1) e Personality Organization Scale (BPO; Oldham et structure (+)
the use of psychoactive
al, 1985)]
substances for more than : ! . .
180 days in the last year; or Violence in the family of origin (Self-reported)
(f) reported consuming six
or more drinks per occasion
or drinking at least ten times
amonth]
[26] Travers et al. Ireland Logistic regression Substance abuse (Issues Potentially traumatic experiences [The Assess- The presence of substance abuse
(2022) 405 analyses with alcohol or drugs ment, Case Management and Evaluation (ACE; problems (+) increased the odds
100% documented by Probation Gibbs, 1998)] of [PV when analyzing the (+)
Officers) relationship between trauma
exposure and IPV offending
[27] Vitoria-Estruch ~ Spain Cluster analysis Alcohol consumption Mental rigidity (WCST; Heaton et al., 2009) Alcohol consumption
etal.(2017) 136 (AUDIT; Contel-Guillamén et High mental rigidity > Low
100% al, 1999) mental rigidity
[28] Vitoria-Estruch ~ Spain Comparison of groups  Alcohol consumption Sociodemographic variables (Self-reported): Age, ~ High alcohol (HA) vs. Low alcohol
etal.(2018) 63 of participants [Self-reported alcohol intake  Nationality, Marital status, Level of education, consumption (LA)
100% (g/day) and number of Employment status, and Income level Age, Nationality, Marital status,
symptoms OfAlf_OhOl USE History of traumatic brain injury (Self-reported) Level of education, Employ-
Disorder (AUD) listed inthe - enorary loss of consciousness (Self-reported) ~ ment status and Income level
ESI\:S:O(C'EZQC% 11)35 %Chlat_ Attention [Attention Switching Task; AST; Cam- (ns); Hlsto.ry of traumatic brain
' bridge Cognition Ltd,, 2012) injury (ns); Temporary loss of
Frontal behavior [Frontal Systems Behavior Scale s ("S); 'EXE'Cl'lt'lVE
R dysfunction (+); Disinhibition (+);
ys!
(FrSBe; Caracuel et al,, 2012)] C o . .
ost of shifting attention (+); IRI
Empathy (IRI; Mestre et al., 2004) perspective taking (-); Fantasy
(ns); Empathic concern (ns);
Personal distress (ns)
[29] Wolford- USA Correlational analy- Alcohol use problems (AU-  Suicide ideation [Suicide ideation items of the Alcohol use problems
Clevenger et 312 sis and hierarchical DIT; Saunders et al., 1993) PDSQ (Zimmerman & Mattia, 2001)] Suicide ideation (+); Suicide
al(2017) 100% regression Drug use problems [The Suicide attempt history (Ad-hoc) attempt history (ns); Perceived

Drug Use Disorders Identifi-
cation Test (DUDIT; Stuart et
al, 2004)]

Thwarted belongingness and perceived burden-
someness [The Interpersonal Needs Questionnaire
(INQ; Van Orden et al,, 2012)]

Capability for suicide [Acquired Capability for
Suicide Scale (ACSS; Van Orden et al., 2008)]
Borderline Personality Disorder (BPD) symptoms
[BPD subscale of the Personality Diagnostic Ques-
tionnaire-4 (PDQ4; Hyler et al., 1988)]

Depressive symptoms [The depression subscale of
the Psychiatric Diagnostic Screening Questionnaire
(PDSQ; Zimmerman & Mattia, 2001)]

burdensomeness (+); Thwarted
belongingness (+); Capability for
suicide (+); Borderline personality
disorder symptoms (+); Depres-
sive symptoms (+)

Drug use problems

Suicide ideation (+); Suicide
attempt history (+); Perceived
burdensomeness (+); Thwarted
belongingness (+); Capability for
suicide (+); Borderline personality
disorder symptoms (+); Depres-
sive symptoms (+)

Note. (+) = significantly higher/statistically significant positive association; (-) = significantly lower/statistically significant negative association; ns = non-significant association/differences; vs. = versus; > = significantly
greater than; < = significantly less than.
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Table 2. Summary of Risk Factors in Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) Perpetrators Study Characteristics
with Alcohol and/or other Drug Use Problems (ADUPs) Analyzed in Identified

Studies Twenty-nine studies reported data for 8,893 male perpetrators
Risk factors Number of studies attending intervention programs for IPV perpetrators. As shown
IPV perpetrators IPV perpetrators in Table 1, most studies were conducted in the USA (n = 14; Stu-
with alcoholuse  with other drug use dies 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 11, 14, 20, 21, 23, 24, 25, and 29) and Spain (n
problems problems = 13; Studies 2, 6, 7, 10, 12, 15 to 19, 22, 27, and 28). One study
Category 1. Sociodemographic risk factors (n = 6) was conducted in New Zealand (Study 13) and one in Ireland (Study
Age n=4 n=2 26). Samples sizes ranged from 16 IPV perpetrators (Study 17) to
Educational level n=35 n=2 1,039 (Study 10). In 24 of the 29 studies, the total sample of adult
Employment status n=>5 n=2 males was court-mandated to attend an intervention program for
Immigrant status n=6 n=2 IPV perpetrators (Studies 1 to 7,9 to 13, 15 to 19, and 23 to 29). In
Marital status n=>5 n=1 the remaining studies (Studies 8, 14, 20, 21, and 22) and in accor-
Income level n=5 n=2 dance with the inclusion criteria for the study selection, the lowest

Category 2. Personality disorders and psychological adjustment risk factors (n=24 percentage of court-mandated participants was 70% (Study 20). In
2.1, Personality disorders (n=4) addition, while the majority of included studies explicitly clarified
Aggressive personality disorder that participants were men who perpetrated IPV against women
Antisocial personality disorder (IPVAW) or mentioned IPVAW as the theoretical framework of the
Anxiety personality disorder study (n = 25; Studies 1 to 10, 12, 14 to 20, and 22 to 28), four stu-
Borderline personality disorder dies did not clarify the male IPV perpetrators’ sexual orientation
Dependent personality disorder (Studies 11, 13, 21, and 29).

Narcissist personality disorder
Paranoid personality disorder

=5 5 S =5 0D = =
1
—_ s W = N

=5 5 S =S5 D = =
1
—_ s s W o

Risk Factors in Perpetrators Court-mandated to Intervention

2.2. Clinical symptomatology (1= 19) Programs for IPV perpetrators with and without ADUPs

Anger n=17 n=4

Capability for suicide n=1 n=1 Table 2 displays a summary of investigated risk factors grouped
Clinical symptomatology n=3 n=2 into four main categories: (1) sociodemographic variables, (2)
Depression n=3 n=2 personality disorders and psychological adjustment, (3) socio-
Distress tolerance n=1 - relational variables, and (4) attitudes towards women. Risk factors
Emotion dysregulation n=1 related to personality disorders and psychological adjustment were
Empathy n=3 = grouped into four subcategories: (2.1) personality disorders, (2.2)
Impulsivity n=5 n=1 clinical symptomatology, (2.3) executive functions, and (2.4) other
Perceived burdensomeness n=1 n=1 risk factors. The number of studies investigating each risk factor is
Self-esteem n=2 n=1 presented separately for participants with alcohol and other drug
Suicidal ideation n=1 n=1 use problems in Table 2. Where studies measured alcohol and other
Suicide attempt history n=1 n=1 drug use conjointly (Studies 10, 25, and 26), results were included
Thwarted belongingness n=1 n=1 in both columns for IPV perpetrators with alcohol use problems
Trauma symptoms = = and for IPV perpetrators with other drug use problems.

2.3. Executive functions (n=5)

Attention (cost of shifting attention) n=1 - Sociodemographic Risk Factors

Emotional decoding performance n=3 -

Frontal behavior n=1 - Sociodemographic risk factors were examined in six of the
Mental rigidity n=4 = 29 included studies (see Table 2; Studies 7, 10, 16, 18, 25, and

2.4. Other risk factors (n=7) 28). Overall, most studies reported non-significant differences in
B sociodemographic risk factors between IPV perpetrators with and
N without ADUPs, except for age, immigrant status, and marital status,
which showed mixed results (see Table 3 for a summary of critical
B findings).

Trait jealousy Immigrant status was the most studied risk factor in this
Typologies category. Three of the six studies showed non-significant differences
Category 3. Social-relational risk factors (n= 8) in terms of immigrant status when comparing IPV perpetrators with
and without ADUPs ([Studies 16, 18, and 28]; see Table 1). However,

Coping

History of traumatic brain injury
Pathological gambling
Temporary loss of consciousness

5 5 05D =5 =D =
n

[ NS NN N R
'

Childhood trauma history n=4 n=4 ; - ; . .

Intimate social support n=3 i when assessing only Latin American IPV perpetrators in Spain, Study
Perceived community support total n=2 n=1 7 found that being Latin American was a risk factor present in IPV
et peencel e n=1 i perpetrators with hazardous alcohol consumption compared to
Pl s 2=3 =1 non-hazardous alcohol consumption. Other studies reported that
Satisfaction with economic status =1 i IPV perpetrators with ADUPs had a significantly lower prevalence of
Stressful lfe events 1=4 22 immigrant participants in Spain (Study 10) and a higher prevalence
Category 4. Risk factors related to attitudes towards women (n=4) Of. Latino and white participants in t.he USA than IPV perpgtratgrs
Ambivalent sexism s — without ADUPs (Study 25). Age, which was the least studied risk
Perceived severity of intimate partner violence factor in this category (n = 4), and marital status (n = 5) also showed
towards women -2 - mixed results within studies. Some studies reported no differences
Responsibility attribution n=2 = between groups in terms of age (Studies 7 and 28) or marital

status (Studies 7, 25, and 28). Others showed that significantly
greater proportions of perpetrators with ADUPs were older (Study
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25), younger (Study 10), divorced (Study 16), and single than those
without ADUPs (Study 18).

Most of the studies showed that participants with and without
ADUPs were not significantly different in terms of employment
status, income, and educational level (Studies 10, 16, 18, 25, and
28). Only one study showed that IPV perpetrators with ADUPs had
significantly fewer years of education compared to those without
(Study 25) and another reported a higher rate of unemployment
among IPV perpetrators with ADUPs compared to those without
(Study 10; see Table 1).

Personality Disorders and Psychological Adjustment Risk
Factors

The most investigated risk factors were those related to the
category of personality disorders and psychological adjustment, which
were assessed in 24 out of 29 included studies. When considering
subcategories, four studies investigated at least one risk factor related
to personality disorders, 19 studies assessed at least one clinical
symptomatology risk factor, five studies analysed at least one risk
factor related to executive functions, and seven studies investigated
other risk factors related to personality disorders and psychological
adjustment in IPV perpetrators. Overall, the most salient risk factors
related to personality disorders and psychological adjustment in IPV
perpetrators with ADUPs, compared to those without ADUPs, were
higher anger and impulsivity levels (see Table 3).

Personality Disorders. With regard to personality disorders, the
most studied risk factor was borderline personality disorder (n = 3).
Included studies found that IPV perpetrators with ADUPs showed
significantly higher levels of borderline personality traits (Studies
10, 25, and 29) and higher levels of antisocial (Studies 4 and 10),
aggressive, anxiety (i.e., a term coined by Millon, 2007 as a clinical
personality pattern which refers to a sadistic tendency to react
impulsively and violently, seeking risk and harm and resisting pain
and punishment), narcissist, and paranoid personality disorders in
IPV perpetrators with ADUPs (Study 10). No differences were reported
regarding dependent personality disorder in IPV perpetrators with
and without ADUPs (Study 10).

Clinical Symptomatology. The most investigated risk factors in
the subcategory of clinical symptomatology were anger (n = 7) and
impulsivity (n = 5; see Table 2). All studies investigating these risk factors
consistently reported higher impulsivity, and anger including anger

Table 3. Critical Findings from This Study

trait, anger state, and anger expression in IPV perpetrators with ADUPs
compared to those without (Studies 3, 6,9, 10, 14 to 17, 19, and 25).

IPV perpetrators with ADUPs court-mandated to attend
intervention programs for IPV showed significantly higher levels of
clinical symptomatology, including depression, than participants
without ADUPs(Studies 2, 6, 10, 24, and 29).

Risk factors related to suicide ideation were studied in Study
29. Results were consistent among IPV perpetrators with alcohol
use problems and those with drug use problems in terms of higher
levels of suicide ideation, perceived burdensomeness, thwarted
belongingness, and capability for suicide than IPV perpetrators
without alcohol and drug use problems. However, only participants
with drug use problems reported differences in terms of suicide
attempt history, with a higher prevalence in these participants than
those without drug use problems (Study 29; see Table 1).

The three studies that investigated empathy (Studies 16, 18, and
28) found that IPV perpetrators with high alcohol consumption had a
significantly lower score in perspective taking than the group with low
alcohol consumption and no differences between groups in empathic
concern and fantasy. Personal distress was higher in the group of high
alcohol consumers compared to the group of low alcohol consumers
in two studies (Studies 16 and 18) and non-significant differences
were found between groups in another study (Study 28).

Compared to IPV perpetrators without ADUPs, court-mandated
perpetrators with ADUPs showed significantly lower levels of distress
tolerance (Study 4), self-esteem (Studies 6 and 10), higher levels of
emotion dysregulation (Study 11), and trauma/ posttraumatic stress
disorder (PTSD) symptoms (Studies 21 and 25). Particularly, PTSD
hyperarousal symptoms were a risk factor when considering IPV
participants who used drugs but not alcohol (Study 21; see Table 1).

Executive Functions. Mental rigidity (n = 4) and emotional
decoding performance (n = 3) were the most studied risk factors
in this subcategory. Mental rigidity was a risk factor present in IPV
perpetrators with high alcohol consumption compared to those with
low alcohol consumption, which when it is high refers to deficient
flexibility in self-regulated behavior (Study 27). Further, those with
high, compared to low, alcohol consumption needed significantly
more attempts in the Wisconsin Card Sorting Test (WCST; Heaton et
al., 2011; Studies 16 and 18), which measures cognitive flexibility, and
made more mistakes (Study 16), more perseverative mistakes (Studies
16, 18 and 19), more non-perseverative mistakes (Study 16) and lower
number of categories completed (Studies 16 and 18). Non-significant
differences were found between groups in failure to maintain set,

1

Risk factors present in intimate partner violence (IPV) perpetrators with alcohol and/or other drug use problems (ADUPs) court-mandated to attend interven-
tion programs for IPV perpetrators as compared to participants without ADUPs could be classified into four categories: sociodemographic risk factors, person-
ality disorders and psychological adjustment, social-relational risk factors, and risk factors related to attitudes towards women.

Out of 29 included studies, 24 studies assessed at least one risk factor related to personality disorders and psychological adjustment, eight investigated at least
one social-relational risk factor, six studied at least one socio-demographic risk factor and four investigated at least one risk factor related to attitudes towards
women.

The presence of risk factors related to personality disorders and psychological adjustment was by far the most studied category in IPV perpetrators with ADUPs
as compared to those without ADUPs. Four subcategories emerged from this category: personality disorders, clinical symptomatology, executive functions, and
other risk factors.

Most findings concerning the category of socio-demographic risk factors showed that IPV perpetrators with ADUPs, as compared to those without these prob-
lems, did not generally present sociodemographic differences. Mixed results were found for age, immigrant status and marital status.

Most risk factors related to personality disorders and psychological adjustment were present in IPV perpetrators with ADUPs as compared to participants
without ADUPs. Higher anger and impulsivity levels were the most relevant risk factors for this high-risk group of perpetrators.

Having experienced more stressful life events and having a childhood trauma history were the main social-relational risk factors present in participants with
ADUPs as compared to those without these problems.

Most studies investigating risk factors related to attitudes towards women revealed that these factors did not differentiate IPV perpetrators with ADUPs from
those without these problems. However, as compared to participants without ADUPs, those with ADUPs tended to place the responsibility for their violent
behavior on their personal circumstances.
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trials to complete the first category, conceptual level, and learn-to-
learn subscales (Study 16). Overall, these findings showed that IPV
perpetrators had higher mental rigidity than those without.

Emotional decoding performance, understood as the process of
recognizing and interpreting emotional facial expressions, was worse
for high than low alcohol consumers across studies (Studies 16, 18,
and 19). As shown in Table 1, Study 16 studied whether emotional
decoding of neutral, positive, and negative emotions was different in
the group of high and low alcohol consumption. Emotional decoding
performance was worse for neutral emotions in high alcohol
consumers and showed non-significant differences between high
and low consumers for positive and negative emotions (Study 16).

When comparing higher versus low alcohol consumers, IPV
perpetrators with high alcohol consumption showed a significantly
higher cost of shifting attention, which refers to a lack of flexibility
to shift the attentional focus, and, in terms of frontal behaviour,
higher executive dysfunction, and disinhibition, which describe an
alteration of the normal functioning of cognitive processes necessary
for the regulation of behavior (Study 28).

Other Risk Factors. Study 23 showed that [PV perpetrators with
problem drinking reported higher levels of avoidance coping, lower
levels of problem-solving, and no differences in support-seeking
coping compared to those without problem drinking. With regard
to pathological gambling, IPV perpetrators with hazardous drinking,
compared to those without, showed higher levels of pathological
gambling (Study 3).

Two studies investigated differences between typologies of IPV
perpetrators with regard to alcohol use (Studies 8 and 20). In Study
20, IPV perpetrators with alcohol use were more ‘generally violent'.
This type of perpetrator was the most likely to be violent towards
non-partners, having experienced abuse as a child, reported low
or moderate levels of depression and anger, more frequent severe
violence, and their violence was usually associated with alcohol abuse
(Study 20). However, Study 8 showed non-significant findings. Non-
significant differences were also recorded between IPV perpetrators
with and without alcohol use problems with regard to temporary loss
of consciousness (Study 28), history of traumatic brain injury (Studies
13 and 28), and trait jealousy (Study 5). However, alcohol problems
were significantly and positively related to physical and sexual IPV
perpetration by men with high levels of trait jealousy (Study 5).

Social-relational Risk Factors

As shown in Table 2, social-relational risk factors were investigated
in eight of the 29 studies. The most studied and salient social-
relational risk factors present in IPV perpetrators with ADUPs as
compared to those without ADUPs were having experienced more
stressful life events (n = 4) and childhood trauma history (n = 4; see
Table 3). These findings were consistent across studies (Studies 1,
6, 7, 10, 22, 25, and 26). Only one study reported that exposure to
childhood trauma was not a risk factor present in IPV perpetrators
who used drugs but was present for those who used alcohol (Study
1; see Table 1).

In terms of social support, perpetrators with ADUPs showed
lower levels of intimate support across studies (Studies 6, 7, and
10). However, mixed results were found for perceived community
integration, community participation, and informal community
support, with significantly higher levels among IPV perpetrators with
ADUPs versus those without ADUPs in Study 10 and no differences
between groups in Study 6. Mixed results were also found for
perceived social rejection, with one study showing higher levels for
participants with alcohol abuse than those without (Study 6) and
other study reporting no differences between groups (Study 7).

Further, higher levels of perceived parental rejection (Study 16)
and satisfaction with economic status (Study 6) were found for IPV

perpetrators with high alcohol consumption versus low alcohol
consumption.

Risk Factors Related to Attitudes towards Women

As shown in Table 2, risk factors related to attitudes towards
women were the least studied category, with four studies investigating
at least one risk factor relating to attitudes towards women. Overall,
the main risk factor in this understudied category was responsibility
attributed to the offenders’ personal context, which showed that
participants with ADUPs tended to place the responsibility for their
violent behaviour on their personal circumstances (see Table 3).

IPV perpetrators with ADUPs did not differ from those without
ADUPs in attitudes towards IPV against women (Studies 6 and 10),
responsibility attributed to the legal context and the victim (Study
6), and hostile (Study 10) and ambivalent sexism (Studies 10 and 16).

However, hostile sexism was found to be a risk factor present
in participants with high alcohol consumption compared to those
with low alcohol consumption in Study 16. Moreover, responsibility
attributed to the offenders’ personal context was a risk factor
identified in IPV perpetrators with ADUPs as compared to those
without ADUPs in both studies investigating this risk factor (Studies
6 and 12).

Discussion

This review provides a synthesis of existing literature, which
suggested that overall, compared to those without ADUPs, IPV
perpetrators with ADUPs who were court-mandated to attend
perpetrator intervention programs were more likely to exhibit
higher levels of personality disorders, including borderline,
antisocial, aggressive, anxiety, narcissist, and paranoid personality
disorders, and higher clinical symptomatology, including higher
anger, impulsivity, depression, suicide risks, emotion dysregulation,
trauma symptoms, and lower empathetic perspective-taking, distress
tolerance and self-esteem. Compared to participants without ADUPs,
those with ADUPs appeared to present poorer executive functions,
including lower emotional decoding performance, higher mental
rigidity, cost of shifting attention and greater executive dysfunction
and disinhibition. Greater pathological gambling and poorer coping
strategies were also found in this group of perpetrators.

The review also found IPV perpetrators with ADUPs, compared
to those without ADUPs, were more likely to have experienced
exposure to childhood trauma, stressful life events, satisfaction with
economic status, perceived parental rejection, and lower intimate
social support. In addition, compared to participants without
ADUPs, those with ADUPs tended to display higher responsibility
attributed to the offenders’ personal context. Inconsistent findings
were observed for empathetic personal distress, typologies,
perceived community support, perceived social rejection, hostile
sexism, and several socio-demographic variables.

Socio-demographic Risk Factors

Evidence from included studies found mixed results for
age, immigrant status, and marital status. Mixed findings on
immigration could be explained by the immigration paradox,
which suggests that recent immigrants may report lower substance
use and IPV due to factors such as stronger family ties or cultural
norms that discourage such behaviors (Salas-Wright & Vaughn,
2014; Wright & Benson, 2010). However, as immigrants settle in
the receiving country and face acculturative stress, their risk for
IPV and substance use may increase (Bacio et al., 2013; Gracia et
al.,, 2009; Vaughn et al., 2015). In addition, our findings seemed to
show that educational level, employment status, or income level
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were not consistently considered risk factors that characterized
IPV perpetrators with ADUPs compared to those without ADUPs.
Research suggests that alcohol and drug use may generate higher
financial pressures in perpetrators’ domestic contexts, which in
turn may intensify partner conflict (Gadd et al., 2019). In these
economic disadvantage situations, IPV perpetrators may feel shame
as they are failing to fulfil the normative masculine role of being
the provider, which could feed their desire for control and power
(Gadd et al., 2019; Radcliffe et al., 2019). However, more research
is required to investigate how sociodemographic context and
other sociocultural factors (e.g., the country’s economic situation,
cultural patterns of alcohol use, and the role of masculinity on
substance use) impact IPV perpetrators with ADUPs.

Personality Disorders and Psychological Adjustment Risk
Factors

The most salient risk factors found in this broad category were
anger and impulsivity. Similar to other studies (Oberleitneretal.,2013;
Winters, 2005), we found higher levels of anger in IPV perpetrators
with ADUPs compared to those without in the studies included in
this review. This group of IPV perpetrators were also at higher risk of
recidivism and needed more intensive interventions (Oberleitner et
al., 2013). One possible explanation underlying these findings could
be that IPV perpetrators high in anger may seek alcohol and/or drugs
to mitigate their intense and overwhelming emotional reactions
(Oberleitner et al., 2013). Another possible explanation could be
that substance use may disrupt neurocognitive resources involved
in self-regulation, thus increasing the likelihood of IPV (Giancola et
al., 2003). Relatedly, alcohol intoxication may act as a disinhibitor in
accordance with the I> model (Finkel & Eckhardt, 2013) and as stated
by the Alcohol Myopia Theory (Steele & Josephs, 1990). Intoxication
may disrupt normal cognitive processing resulting in a myopic effect
where only the most salient stimuli (such as the instigating, and
impelling forces in line with the I model) are kept over cues that
may inhibit IPV (such as inhibiting forces). These results highlight
the importance of developing effective intervention strategies for
this high-risk group of IPV perpetrators. For example, a systematic
review conducted by Gilchrist et al. (2015) of the effectiveness of
cognitive behavioural therapy with anger management components
for IPV perpetrators who used alcohol showed promising results in
the short term and suggested that more research is needed to match
this group of IPV perpetrators with specific intervention programs
that address their individual needs. Enhancing distress tolerance for
perpetrators who use substances has been shown to promote positive
behaviour change and skills development (Gilchrist, Johnson, et al.,
2021; Gilchrist, Potts, et al., 2021).

Previous studies also observed higher levels of impulsivity
among I[PV perpetrators with ADUPs (Easton et al., 2008; Stuart
& Holtzwroth-Munroe, 2005). A meta-ethnography conducted by
Gilchrist et al. (2019) on the interplay between substance use and IPV
perpetration showed that survivors and perpetrators both explained
IPV perpetration when under the influence of alcohol and other
drugs referring to a change in self, as they used narratives in which
intoxication transforms an idealized real self into an aggressive and
impulsive non-real one. Further efforts are thus needed to develop
effective strategies targeted at helping IPV perpetrators increase
responsibility and awareness of their anger and impulsivity levels.
For instance, a study conducted by Finkel et al. (2009) showed
that two weeks of self-regulatory-based activities, such as training
perpetrators to recognize internal signs of anger and impulsivity,
reduced IPV perpetration in participants with low self-regulatory
resources.

Other salient, identified risk factors in IPV perpetrators with
ADUPs were, in terms of personality disorders, a trend towards

higher scores on antisocial and borderline personality disorders, in
terms of clinical symptomatology, higher clinical symptomatology,
depression, and trauma symptomatology and, in terms of
executive functions, higher mental rigidity. According to Gilchrist
et al. (2022), one of the pathways into substance use-related IPV
revealed that perpetrators reported using substances as a coping
mechanism to help them deal with their emotional pain and mental
health issues caused by unresolved previous trauma. Similarly, the
self-medication hypothesis states that individuals with PTSD are
more likely to develop ADUPs in light of a tendency to drink or use
drugs to alleviate PTSD symptoms and cope with difficult internal
experiences (Hawn et al., 2020; Khantzian, 1997; Lawrence et al.,
2023). These findings underscore the need to address the function
of substance use in intervention programs for IPV perpetrators
with ADUPs. Effective interventions with this high-risk group of
perpetrators should focus on re-scripting childhood experiences,
reframing unhelpful schemas, and expressing emotional needs to
enhance self-regulation and trauma healing (Gilchrist et al., 2022).
However, as IPV perpetrators with ADUPs present high dropout
and recidivism rates, retention strategies are also needed to help
them complete the intervention and improve their outcomes (Lila
et al., 2020; Olver et al., 2011). Based on the ‘what works’ body
of knowledge, incorporating motivational strategies has proven
effective in increasing treatment engagement and reducing dropout
rates in high-risk IPV perpetrators (Santirso et al., 2020). However,
further research is needed to ascertain whether the positive effects
of motivationally focused alcohol interventions as adjuncts to
court-mandated intervention programs for IPV perpetrators are
sustained in the long term (i.e., > 6 months post-intervention;
Stuart et al., 2013).

Social-relational Risk Factors

Consistent with other studies (Rivas-Rivero & Bonilla-Algovia,
2022; Schumacher et al., 2008), stressful life events, a history
of childhood trauma, and lower intimate support seemed to
be associated with IPV perpetration among IPV perpetrators
with ADUPs. These risk factors should be specifically targeted
in interventions for IPV perpetrators as they have been shown
to increase the likelihood of IPV recidivism (Kwong et al., 2003;
Lila et al.,, 2019; Lopez-Ossorio et al., 2021). Previous research
suggests that unresolved trauma in IPV perpetrators could have
an impact on ADUPs (e.g., substance use can be used as a way of
coping with stress and trauma) and on intimate relationships by
intensifying IPV perpetration (Gilchrist et al., 2019; Mathews et
al., 2015). Specifically, IPV perpetrators who disclosed childhood
trauma experiences could be perpetrating IPV and using drugs as
a defence to regain control and power over their lives (Gilchrist et
al., 2022; @verup et al., 2015). These findings evidence the fact that
exploring the history of trauma of IPV perpetrators with ADUPs and
their narratives could inform interventions and improve outcomes.
In this line, a meta-analysis and systematic review by Karakurt et
al. (2019) showed that including trauma-based or substance-use
treatment components yielded better outcomes than interventions
without this component, as they reported more effective results
in decreasing male IPV perpetration. Interventions targeting anti-
social cognitions and schemas that sustain their use of violence
while promoting intimate and network support could also be
helpful (Gilchrist et al., 2022).

Risk Factors Related to Attitudes towards Women

In accordance with previous research, IPV perpetrators tend to use
ADUPs and other personal circumstances (i.e., economic problems,
loss of control) as an excuse for their violent behaviour during
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conflict (Gilchrist et al., 2019; Radcliffe et al., 2017). Further research
is needed to deeply comprehend how traditional gender norms,
victim-blaming attitudes, and the normalization of violence toward
women play a role in men’s ADUPs to justify their IPV perpetration
(Martin-Fernandez, Gracia, & Lila, 2018, 2022; Satyanarayana et al.,
2015).

Interventions should work on reframing gender ideals and
changing attitudes regarding normative gender roles that sustain
IPV perpetration (Gilchrist et al., 2019; Martin-Fernandez, Gracia,
Marco, et al., 2018). For example, a cluster randomised controlled
trial in the Democratic Republic of Congo showed that men in
a male-only discussion group focused on challenging gender
attitudes and reducing IPV reported greater reductions in intention
to commit IPV, justification of IPV, and partner-reported frequency
of drinking than the control group, where men participated in
non-gender norms-related alternative group sessions (Vaillant et
al,, 2020). More evidence-based strategies are needed to target
gendered power dynamics in intervention programs for IPV
perpetrators.

Implications For Research, Practice and Policy

Implications for research, practice and policy are presented
in Table 4. The results of this systematic review highlight the
importance of screening and identifying a wide range of risk
factors in IPV perpetrators with ADUPs structured at different
levels. It is essential to develop or improve intervention programs
for IPV perpetrators based on the specific needs and identified risk
factors of this highly resistant group of perpetrators (Finkel, 2007;
Karakurt et al., 2019; Massa et al., 2020). Consistent with the risk-
needs-responsivity (RNR) model (Andrews & Bonta, 2010), which
strives for adapting intervention programs for IPV perpetrators to
individual participant’s specific needs and matching intervention
strategies based on risk factors, there is a “need for more
individualized approaches to perpetrator treatment that emphasize
assessment, motivation enhancement, and interventions targeting
mental health and substance use” (Butters et al., 2021, p.399). For
example, motivational strategies such as setting self-determined
goals to establish and monitor individualized intervention
objectives, including those related to ADUPs and identified risk
factors (e.g., “reducing my anger levels during partner conflict”)

Table 4. Implications for Research, Practice, and Policy

have shown promising results in intervention programs for IPV
perpetrators (Lila et al., 2018; Pinto e Silva et al., 2022; Santirso et
al., 2020). To further address identified risk factors, for instance,
a trauma-informed approach would be recommended for IPV
perpetrators with co-occurring ADUPs, a history of childhood
trauma and psychological symptomatology (Gilchrist et al., 2019;
Karakurt et al., 2019; McKenna & Holtfreter, 2020). Similarly,
assessing and identifying each participant’s risk factors could help
facilitators develop concrete exercises adapted to IPV perpetrators’
needs (Leonard & Quigley, 2017; Massa et al., 2020). For example,
those perpetrators with higher levels of aggressive or antisocial
personality disorder could benefit from completing exercises
that provide information and reflection on healthy relationships,
and that helps them to realise that their aggressive behaviours
damage their potential to meet their own needs (Babcock et al.,
2016). Overall, monitoring identified risk factors and implementing
evidence-based practices that address them could improve
participants’ outcomes and help to reduce IPV perpetration. Finally,
public funding should be attributed to intervention programs for
IPV perpetrators that address documented risk factors for high-risk
perpetrators with ADUPs. Global social policies aiming to prevent
IPV perpetration (e.g., prevention initiatives focused on reducing
tolerant attitudes towards violence against women), ADUPs, and
their associated risk factors while promoting mental health are
also crucial.

Strengths and Limitations

This systematic review was conducted using PRISMA guidelines
(Page et al., 2021), and, to our knowledge, it is the first systematic
review toidentify risk factors beyond substance use in IPV perpetrators
with ADUPs court-mandated to attend intervention programs for IPV
perpetrators. Furthermore, a wide range of risk factors was identified
and structured at multiple levels, which contributes to a deeper
understanding of the complex phenomenon of IPV and ADUPs and
informs key intervention targets that could encourage treatment
engagement and improve participants’ outcomes and safety for
women and children.

The present systematic review has certain limitations. Included
studies used heterogeneous methodologies to study risk factors in
IPV perpetrators with ADUPs compared to those without ADUPs

Implications for research

Results provide evidence that higher levels of anger, impulsivity, stressful life events, and having a childhood history of trauma were the most documented
risk factors that characterized intimate partner violence (IPV) perpetrators with alcohol and/or other drug use problems (ADUPs) in contrast to those without

ADUPs

Need for more studies documenting socio-demographic risk factors and those related to attitudes towards women

Need for more studies evaluating which intervention strategies are more effective to address identified risk factors in IPV perpetrators with ADUPs

Need for more research on non-heterosexual men who perpetrated I[PV

Need for more studies with improved methods of data collection and reporting

Need for more studies that investigate the possible differences in the effects of alcohol versus other drugs on IPV perpetration and their associated risk fac-

tors

Implications for practice

Results provide in-depth knowledge of a wide range of risk factors in IPV perpetrators with ADUPs from a multi-level perspective

Identified risk factors could be considered as treatment needs for highly resistant groups of IPV perpetrators (i.e., court-mandated IPV perpetrators with

ADUPs)

Specific intervention objectives can be drawn considering identified risk factors

Evidence-based practices should be implemented that tackle identified risk factors in IPV perpetrators with ADUPs

Implications for policy

Need for consistent definitions and assessment of ADUPs in interventions for IPV perpetrators

Public funding should be attributed to intervention programs for IPV perpetrators targeting identified risk factors associated with ADUPs

Global social policies should be implemented to prevent IPV perpetration, ADUPs, and their associated risk factors
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(e.g., multiple regression, path analysis). This review is also
limited by its lack of systematic searching of the grey literature.
It is acknowledged that this could have led to a potential source
of bias in the findings (Petticrew & Roberts, 2006). In addition,
several studies defined and measured ADUPs (e.g., alcohol abuse,
alcohol consumption, drug abuse) and some risk factors differently
(e.g., borderline personality disorder; see Table 1). Furthermore,
some of the results should be interpreted cautiously when only
a few studies assessed a risk factor (e.g., only one study assessed
suicide ideation). More studies are needed to add knowledge to
these least-studied risk factors. Furthermore, the existing literature
does not allow us to conclude which of the variables that interact
with ADUPs potentiate IPV, so attention should be paid to the
complexity of this relationship. Future reviews would also benefit
from including a meta-analysis component to quantify the size of
the findings. Further research is also needed to study risk factors
present in women and other gender and sexual minorities (i.e.,
LGBTIQ+) to reduce heteronormative bias. These limitations should
be considered when interpreting the results.

Conclusion

Men with ADUPs who are court-mandated to attend
intervention programs for IPV perpetrators present with more
complex social and mental health needs than men without ADUPs
resulting in higher dropout and recidivism rates. This review has
identified key risk factors in male IPV perpetrators with ADUPs
that can be translated into important intervention targets beyond
their substance use. Tailoring such interventions to participants’
risk factors and treatment needs has shown promising results
over standard interventions (Travers et al., 2021). Thus, integrating
substance use components while implementing evidence-based
strategies to reduce identified, associated risk factors could
improve intervention outcomes and increase their effectiveness for
perpetrators with ADUPs (Karakurt et al., 2019; Leonard & Quigley,
2017). A greater understanding of the risk factors that underlie IPV
and ADUPs will inform researchers, professionals and policymakers
of the main factors that should be targeted to reduce IPV and
promote healthy relationships.

Conflict of Interest

The authors of this article declare no conflict of interest.

References

References marked with an asterisk indicate studies included in this

systematic review.

*Alexander, P. C. (2014). Dual-trauma couples and intimate partner
violence. Psychological Trauma: Theory, Research, Practice, and Policy,
6(3), 224-231. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0036404

Allen, ]. P, Litten, R. Z., Fertig, ]. B., & Babor, T. (1997). A review of research
on the Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test (AUDIT). Alcoholism:
Clinical and Experimental Research, 21(4), 613-619. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1530-0277.1997.tb03811.x

American Psychiatric Association. (2013). Diagnostic and statistical manual
of mental disorders (5th ed.) American Psychiatric Association.

Amirkhan, J. H. (1990). A factor analytically derived measure of coping: The
coping strategy indication. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
59(5), 1066-1074. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.59.5.1066

Andrés-Pueyo, A., Lopez, S., & Alvarez, E. (2008). Valoracion del riesgo de
violencia contra la pareja por medio de la SARA [Assessment of the
risk of intimate partner violence and the SARA]. Papeles del Psicélogo,
29(1), 107-122.

Andrews, D. A., & Bonta, J. (2010). Rehabilitating criminal justice policy and
practice. Psychology, Public Policy, and Law, 16(1), 39-55. https://doi.
org/10.1037/a0018362

Arce, R., Arias, E.,, Novo, M., & Farifia, F. (2020). Are interventions
with batterers effective? A meta-analytical review. Psychosocial
Intervention, 29(3), 153-164. https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2020a11

Babcock, J., Armenti, N., Cannon, C., Lauve-Moon, K., Buttell, F,, Ferreira, R.,

Cantos, A., Hamel, ]., Kelly, D., Jordan, C., Lehmann, P, Leisring, P. A.,
Murphy, C., O’Leary, K. D., Bannon, S., Salis, K. L., & Solano, I. (2016).
Domestic violence perpetrator programs: A proposal for evidence-
based standards in the United States. Partner Abuse, 7(4), 355-460.
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.7.4.355

Babcock, J. C., Green, C. E., & Robie, C. (2004). Does batterers’ treatment
work? A meta-analytic review of domestic violence treatment. Clinical
Psychology Review, 23(8), 1023-1053. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cpr.2002.07.001

Babor, T. E., & Grant, M. G. (1989). From clinical research to secondary
prevention: international collaboration in the development of the
Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test (AUDIT). Alcohol Health
Research World, 13, 371-374.

Babor, T. F, de la Fuente, J. R,, Saunders, J., & Grant, M. (1992). AUDIT: The
Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test: Guidelines for use in primary
health care. World Health Organization.

Babor, T. F.,, Higgins-Biddle, J. C., Saunders, J. B., & Monteiro, M. G. (2001).
The Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test (AUDIT): Guidelines for
use in primary care. World Health Organization, Department of Mental
Health and Substance Abuse.

Bacio, G. A., Mays, V. M., & Lau, A. S. (2013). Drinking initiation and
problematic drinking among Latino adolescents: Explanations of the
immigrant paradox. Psychology of Addictive Behaviors, 27(1), 14-22.
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0029996

Badenes-Ribera, L., Bonilla-Campos, A., Frias-Navarro, D., Pons-Salvador,
G., & Monterde-i-Bort, H. (2016). Intimate partner violence in self-
identified lesbians: A systematic review of its prevalence and
correlates. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 17(3), 284-297. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1524838015584363

Baron-Cohen, S., Wheelwright, S., Hill, J., Raste, Y., & Plumb, L. (2001). The
“Reading the Mind in the Eyes” Test revised version: A study with normal
adults, and adults with Asperger syndrome or high-functioning autism.
The Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry and Allied Disciplines,
42(2), 241-251. https://doi.org/10.1017/50021963001006643

Beck, A. T., Ward, C. H., Mendelson, M., Mock, ]., & Erbaugh, ]J. (1961). An
inventory for measuring depression. Archives of General Psychiatry,
4(6), 561-571. https://doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.1961.01710120031004

Blanchard, E. B., Jones-Alexander, J., Buckley, T. C., & Forneris, C. A. (1996).
Psychometric properties of the PTSD Checklist (PCL). Behaviour
Researh and Therapy, 34(8), 669-673. https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-
7967(96)00033-2

*Boira, S., & Jodra, P. (2013). Typology of men convicted of intimate
partner violence in psychological treatment in a community setting.
Revista Latinoamericana de Psicologia, 45(2), 289-303. https://doi.
org/10.14349/rlp.v45i2.806

Bowen, E., & Gilchrist., E. (2004). Do court- and self-referred domestic
violence offenders share the same characteristics? A preliminary
comparison of motivation to change, locus of control and anger.
Legal & Criminological Psychology, 9(2), 279-294. https://doi.
org/10.1348/1355325041719383

Bowen, E., & Gilchrist, E. (2006). Predicting dropout of court-
mandated treatment in a British sample of domestic violence
offenders. Psychology, Crime & Law, 12(5), 573-587. https://doi.
0rg/10.1080/10683160500337659

*Brasfield, H., Febres, ]., Shorey, R., Strong, D., Ninnemann, A., Elmquist, ].,
Andersen, S. M., Bucossi, M., Schonbrun, Y. C., Temple, J. R., & Stuart, G.
L. (2012). Male batterers’ alcohol use and gambling behavior. Journal
of Gambling Studies, 28(1), 77-88. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10899-011-
9246-0

*Brem, M. ]., Florimbio, A. R., Elmquist, J., Shorey, R. C., & Stuart, G. L. (2018).
Antisocial traits, distress tolerance, and alcohol problems as predictors
of intimate partner violence in men arrested for domestic violence.
Psychology of Violence, 8(1), 132-139. https://doi.org/10.1037/
vio0000088

*Brem, M. ]., Shorey, R. C,, Rothman, E. F,, Temple, ]. R., & Stuart, G. L. (2018).
Trait jealousy moderates the relationship between alcohol problems
and intimate partner violence among men in batterer intervention
programs. Violence Against Women, 24(10), 1132-1148. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1077801218781948

Briere, J., & Runtz, M. (1989). The Trauma Symptom Checklist (TSC-33):
Early data on a new scale. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 4(2), 151-
163. https://doi.org/10.1177/088626089004002002

Buss, A. H., & Perry, M. (1992). The Aggression Questionnaire. Journal
of Personality and Social Psychology, 63(3), 452-459. https://doi.
org/10.1037/0022-3514.63.3.452

Butters, R. P,, Droubay, B. A., Seawright, ]J. L., Tollefson, D. R., Lundahl, B., &
Whitaker, L. (2021). Intimate partner violence perpetrator treatment:
Tailoring interventions to individual needs. Clinical Social Work
Journal, 49(3), 391-404. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10615-020-00763-y

Cafferky, B. M., Mendez, M., Anderson, J. R., & Stith, S. M. (2018). Substance
use and intimate partner violence: A meta-analytic review. Psychology
of Violence, 8(1), 110-131. https://doi.org/10.1037/vio0000074

Cambridge Cognition Ltd. (2012). CANTAB eclipse test administration guide.
Cambridge Cognition Limited.

Caracuel, A., Verdejo-Garcia, A., Ferndndez-Serrano, M. ]., Moreno-Lépez,
L., Santago-Ramajo, S., Salinas-Sanchez, 1., & Pérez-Garcia, M. (2012).


https://doi.org/10.1037/a0036404
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1530-0277.1997.tb03811.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1530-0277.1997.tb03811.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.59.5.1066
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018362
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018362
https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2020a11
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.7.4.355
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2002.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2002.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0029996
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838015584363
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838015584363
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021963001006643
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.1961.01710120031004
https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-7967(96)00033-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-7967(96)00033-2
https://doi.org/10.14349/rlp.v45i2.806
https://doi.org/10.14349/rlp.v45i2.806
https://doi.org/10.1348/1355325041719383
https://doi.org/10.1348/1355325041719383
https://doi.org/10.1080/10683160500337659
https://doi.org/10.1080/10683160500337659
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10899-011-9246-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10899-011-9246-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/vio0000088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/vio0000088
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801218781948
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801218781948
https://doi.org/10.1177/088626089004002002
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.63.3.452
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.63.3.452
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10615-020-00763-y
https://doi.org/10.1037/vio0000074

104 C. Expésito-Alvarez et al. / Psychosocial Intervention (2023) 32(2) 89-108

Preliminary validation of the Spanish version of the Frontal Systems
Behavior Scale (FrSBe) using Rasch analysis. Brain Injury, 26(6), 844-
852. https://doi.org/10.3109/02699052.2012.655365

Carbajosa, P., Catala-Miifiana, A., Lila, M., & Gracia, E. (2017). Differences
in treatment adherence, program completion, and recidivism among
batterer subtypes. The European Journal of Psychology Applied to Legal
Context, 9(2), 93-101. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpal.2017.04.001

Cardenal, V., & Sanchez, M. P. (2007). Adaptacién y baremacion al espaiol
del Inventario Clinico Multiaxial de Millon-III (MCMI-III) [Spanish
adaptation and scaling of the Millon Clinical Multiaxial Inventory-III].
TEA Ediciones.

*Catala-Mifana, A., Lila, M., & Oliver, A. (2013). Consumo de alcohol en
hombres penados por violencia contra la pareja: factores individuales
y contextuales [Alcohol consumption in men punished for intimate
partner violence: Individual and contextual factors]. Adicciones, 25(1),
19-28. https://doi.org/10.20882/adicciones.68

*Catala-Mifana, A., Lila, M., Oliver, A., Vivo, ]J. M., Galiana, L., & Gracia, E.
(2017). Contextual factors related to alcohol abuse among intimate
partner violence offenders. Substance Use & Misuse, 52(3), 294-302.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10826084.2016.1225097

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC, 2022). Preventing intimate
partner violence. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. https://
www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/ipv/IPV-factsheet_2022.pdf

Cheng, S. Y., Davis, M., Jonson-Reid, M., & Yaeger, L. (2021). Compared to
what? A meta-analysis of batterer intervention studies using nontreated
controls or comparisons. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 22(3), 496-511.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838019865927

*Chiffriller, S. H., & Hennessy, J. J. (2009). An empirically generated typology
of men who batter. Victims & Offenders, 5(1), 1-24. https://doi.
0rg/10.1080/15564880903048552

Contel-Guillamén, M., Gual, A., & Colom, J. (1999). Test para la identificacién
de trastornos por uso de alcohol (AUDIT): traduccién y validacién del
AUDIT al cataldn y castellano [Test to identify alcohol use disorders
(AUDIT): Translation and validation of the AUDIT to Catalan and Spanish].
Adicciones, 11(4), 337-347. https://doi.org/10.20882/adicciones.613

Coston, B. M. (2021). Power and inequality: Intimate partner violence
against bisexual and non-monosexual women in the United States.
Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 36(1-2), 381-405. https://doi.
org/10.1177/088626051772641

Crane, C. A, Eckhardt, C. I, & Schlauch, R. C. (2015). Motivational
enhancement mitigates the effects of problematic alcohol use on
treatment compliance among partner violent offenders: Results of a
randomized clinical trial. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology,
83(4), 689-695. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0039345

Crane, C. A., Godleski, S. A., Przybyla, S. M., Schlauch, R. C,, & Testa, M.
(2016). The proximal effects of acute alcohol consumption on male-
to-female aggression: A meta-analytic review of the experimental
literature. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 17(5), 520-531. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1524838015584374

Cunha, 0., Silva, A., Cruz, A. R., de Castro Rodrigues, A., Braga, T., & Gongalves,
R. A. (2022). Dropout among perpetrators of intimate partner violence
attending an intervention program. Psychology, Crime & Law. https://
doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2022.2030337

Dalton, B.(2007). What’s going on out there? A survey of batterer intervention
programs. Journal of Aggression, Maltreatment and Trauma, 15(1), 59-
74. https://doi.org/10.1300/J146v15n01_04

Daly, J. E., Power, T. ]., & Gondolf, E. W. (2001). Predictors of batterer program
attendance. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 16(10), 971-991. https://
doi.org/10.1177/088626001016010001

Davis, M. H. (1983). Measuring individual differences in empathy: Evidence
for a multidimensional approach. Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 44(1), 113-126. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.44.1.113

De las Cuevas, C., Gonzilez de Rivera, ]. L., Henry-Benitez, M., Monterrey,
A. L., Rodriguez-Pulido, F,, & Gracia-Marco, R. (1991). Andlisis factorial
de la version espafiola del SCL-90-R en la poblacién general [Factorial
analysis of the SCL-90-R Spanish version in general population]. Anales
de Psiquiatria, 7(3), 93-96.

Derogatis, L. R. (1975). The SCL-90-R. Clinical Psychometric Research.

Derogatis, L. R. (1977). The SCL-90 manual I: Scoring, administration and
procedures for the SCL-90. Clinical Psychometric Research.

Dixon, L., & Browne, K. (2003). The heterogeneity of spouse abuse: A review.
Aggression and Violent Behavior, 8(1), 107-130. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S1359-1789(02)00104-0

Easton, C. ]., Crane, C. A., & Mandel, D. (2018). A randomized controlled trial
assessing the efficacy of cognitive behavioral therapy for substance-
dependent domestic violence offenders: an integrated substance abuse-
domestic violence treatment approach (SADV). Journal of Marital and
Family Therapy, 44(3), 483-498. https://doi.org/10.1111/jmft.12260

Easton, C.]., Sacco, K. A., Neavins, T. M., Wupperman, P., & George, T. P. (2008).
Neurocognitive performance among alcohol dependent men with and
without physical violence toward their partners: A preliminary report.
The American Journal of Drug and Alcohol Abuse, 34(1), 29-37. https://
doi.org/10.1080/00952990701764326

Echeburda, E., & Corral, P. (1998). Manual de violencia familiar [Family
violence handbook]. S. XXI.

Echeburda, E., & Fernandez-Montalvo, J. (1998). Instrumentos de evaluacién

de los maltratadores [Assessment tools for batterers]. In E. Echeburta &
P. Corral (Eds.), Manual de violencia familiar [Family violence handbook].
(pp. 91-129). Siglo XXI.

*Eckhardt, C. I., Holtzworth-Munroe, A., Norlander, B., Sibley, A., & Cahill, M.
(2008). Readiness to change, partner violence subtypes, and treatment
outcomes among men in treatment for partner assault. Violence and
Victims, 23(4), 446-475. https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.23.4.446

European Social Survey. (2007). The European Social Survey (ESS) http://
www.europeansocialsurvey.org/

Expésito, F., Moya, M. C., & Glick, P. (1998). Sexismo ambivalente:
medicién y correlatos [Ambivalent sexism: Measurement and
correlates]. Revista de Psicologia Social, 13(2), 159-169. https://doi.
org/lO.}174/021347498760350641

*Expésito-Alvarez, C., Lila, M., Gracia, E., & Martin-Fernandez, M. (2021).
Risk factors and treatment needs of batterer intervention program
participants with substance abuse problems. The European Journal
of Psychology Applied to Legal Context, 13(2), 87-97. https://doi.
org/10.5093/ejpalc2021a9

Eysenck, S., Pearson, P., Easting, G., & Allsopp, J. (1985). Age norms for
impulsiveness, venturesomeness, and empathy in adults. Personality
and Individual Differences, 6(5), 613-619. https://doi.org/10.1016/0191-
8869(85)90011-X

Feder, L., & Wilson, D. (2005). A meta-analytic review of court-mandated
batterer intervention programs: Can courts affect abusers’ behaviour?
Journal of Experimental Criminology, 1, 239-262. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11292-005-1179-0

Finkel, E. J. (2007). Impelling and inhibiting factors in the perpetration of
intimate partner violence. Review of General Psychology, 11(2), 193-
207. https://doi.org/10.10 37/1089-2680.11.2.193

Finkel, E. ]., DeWall, C. N., Slotter, E. B., Oaten, M., & Foshee, V. A. (2009).
Self-regulatory failure and intimate partner violence perpetration.
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 97(3), 483-499. https://
doi.org/10.1037/a0015433

Finkel, E. J., & Eckhardt, C. 1. (2013). Intimate partner violence. In J. Simpson
& L. Campbell (Eds.), The Oxford handbook of close relationships (pp.
452-474). Oxford University Press.

Gadd, D., Henderson, ]., Radcliffe, P., Stephens-Lewis, D., Johnson, A., &
Gilchrist, G. (2019). The dynamics of domestic abuse and drug and
alcohol dependency. The British Journal of Criminology, 59(5), 1035-
1053. https://doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azz011

Giancola, P. R, Saucier, D. A., & Gussler-Burkhardt, N. L. (2003). The
effects of affective, behavioral, and cognitive components of trait
anger on the alcohol-aggression relation. Alcoholism: Clinical and
Experimental Research, 27(12), 1944-1954. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.
ALC.0000102414.19057.80

Gibbs, A. (1998). The assessment, case management and evaluation system
(ACE): Some applications and initial data from five probation services
in the UK. University of Oxford.

Gilchrist, E., Johnson, A., McMurran, M., Stephens-Lewis, D., Kirkpatrick,
S., Gardner, B., Easton, C., & Gilchrist, G. (2021). Using the Behaviour
Change Wheel to design an intervention for partner abusive men in
drug and alcohol treatment. Pilot and Feasibility Studies, 7(1), 1-14.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40814-021-00911-2

Gilchrist, E., Johnson, A., Thomson, K., Stephens-Lewis, D., Henderson, J.,
Gadd, D., Radcliffe, P., Halliwell, G., & Gilchrist, G. (2022). Substance use
and intimate partner abuse (IPA): A descriptive model of the pathways
between substance use and IPA perpetration for men. Journal of Family
Violence. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-022-00395-5

Gilchrist, G., Dennis, F., Radcliffe, P., Henderson, J., Howard, L. M., & Gadd,
D. (2019). The interplay between substance use and intimate partner
violence perpetration: A meta-ethnography. International Journal of
Drug Policy, 65, 8-23. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2018.12.009

Gilchrist, G., & Hegarty, K. (2017). Tailored integrated interventions for
intimate partner violence and substance use are urgently needed. Drug
and Alcohol Review, 36(1), 3-6. https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.12526

Gilchrist, G., Munoz, J. T., & Easton, C. ]J. (2015). Should we reconsider
anger management when addressing physical intimate partner
violence perpetration by alcohol abusing males? A systematic review.
Aggression and Violent Behavior, 25(part A), 124-132. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.avb.2015.07.008

Gilchrist, G., Potts, L. C., Connolly, D. J., Winstock, A., Barratt, M. ]., Ferris,
J., Gilchrist, E., & Davies, E. (2023). Experience and perpetration of
intimate partner violence and abuse by gender of respondent and their
current partner before and during COVID-19 restrictions in 2020: A
cross-sectional study in 13 countries. BMC Public Health, 23(1), Article
316. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-022-14635-2

Gilchrist, G., Potts, L., Radcliffe, P., Halliwell, G., Dheensa, S., Henderson, J.,
Johnson, A., Love, B., Gilchrist, E., Feder, G., Parrott, S., Li, J., McMurran,
M., Kirkpatrick, S., Stephens-Lewis, D., Easton, C., Berbary, C., & Landau,
S. (2021). ADVANCE integrated group intervention to address both
substance use and intimate partner abuse perpetration by men in
substance use treatment: A feasibility randomised controlled trial.
BMC Public Health, 21(1), 1-20. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-021-
11012-3

Glick, P, & Fiske, S. T. (1997). Hostile and benevolent sexism: Measuring
ambivalent sexist attitudes toward women. Psychology of Women


https://doi.org/10.3109/02699052.2012.655365
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpal.2017.04.001
https://doi.org/10.20882/adicciones.68
https://doi.org/10.1080/10826084.2016.1225097
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/ipv/IPV-factsheet_2022.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/ipv/IPV-factsheet_2022.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1524838019865927
https://doi.org/10.1080/15564880903048552
https://doi.org/10.1080/15564880903048552
https://doi.org/10.20882/adicciones.613
https://doi.org/10.1177/088626051772641
https://doi.org/10.1177/088626051772641
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0039345
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838015584374
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838015584374
https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2022.2030337
https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2022.2030337
https://doi.org/10.1300/J146v15n01_04
https://doi.org/10.1177/088626001016010001
https://doi.org/10.1177/088626001016010001
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.44.1.113
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-1789(02)00104-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-1789(02)00104-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/jmft.12260
https://doi.org/10.1080/00952990701764326
https://doi.org/10.1080/00952990701764326
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.23.4.446
http://www.europeansocialsurvey.org/
http://www.europeansocialsurvey.org/
https://doi.org/10.1174/021347498760350641
https://doi.org/10.1174/021347498760350641
https://doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2021a9
https://doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2021a9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0191-8869(85)90011-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0191-8869(85)90011-X
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-005-1179-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-005-1179-0
https://doi.org/10.10%2037/1089-2680.11.2.193
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0015433
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0015433
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azz011
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.ALC.0000102414.19057.80
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.ALC.0000102414.19057.80
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40814-021-00911-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-022-00395-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2018.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.12526
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2015.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2015.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-022-14635-2
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-021-11012-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-021-11012-3

IPV Perpetrators with Substance Use Problems: Systematic Review 105

Quarterly, 21(1), 119-135. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1997.
tb00104.x

Gonzalez de Rivera, J. L. (2002). Version espaiiola del SCL-90-R [Spanish
adaptation of the Derogatis Symptom Checklist, SCL-90-R]. TEA
Ediciones.

Gracia, E., Garcia, F, & Lila, M. (2008). Police involvement in cases of
intimate partner violence against women: The influence of perceived
severity and personal responsibility. Violence Against Women, 14(6),
697-714. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801208317288

Gracia, E., Garcia, F, & Lila, M. (2011). Police attitudes toward policing
partner violence against women: Do they correspond to different
psychosocial profiles? Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 26(1), 189-
207. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260510362892

Gracia, E., & Herrero, . (2004). Determinants of social integration in the
community: An exploratory analysis of personal, interpersonal
and situational variables. Journal of Community and Applied Social
Psychology, 14(1), 1-15. https://doi.org/10.1002/casp.746

Gracia, E., & Herrero, J. (2006). La comunidad como fuente de apoyo social:
evaluacién e implicaciones en los dmbitos individual y comunitario.
[The community as social support source: Evaluation and implication
in at both individual and community level]. Revista Latinoamericana de
Psicologia, 38(2), 327-342.

Gracia, E., Herrero, ]., Lila, M., & Fuente, A. (2009). Perceived neighborhood
social disorder and attitudes toward domestic violence against
women among Latin-American immigrants. The European Journal
of Psychology Applied to Legal Context, 1(1), 25-43. https://doi.
org/10.2174/1874946100801010001

Gratz, K. L., & Roemer, L. (2004). Multidimensional assessment of emotion
regulation and dysregulation: Development, factor structure, and
initial validation of the Difficulties in Emotion Regulation Scale. Journal
of Psychopathology and Behavioral Assessment, 26(1), 41-54. https://
doi.org/10.1023/B:JOBA.0000007455.08539.94

Griffin, D. W., & Bartholomew, K. (1994). The metaphysics of measurement:
The case of adult attachment. In K. Bartholomew & D. Perlman (Eds.),
Advances in personal relationships: Vol. 5. Attachment processes in
adulthood (pp. 17-52). Jessica Kingsley.

*Grigorian, H. L., Brem, M. ]., Garner, A., Florimbio, A. R., Wolford-Clevenger,
C., & Stuart, G. L. (2020). Alcohol use and problems as a potential
mediator of the relationship between emotion dysregulation and
intimate partner violence perpetration. Psychology of Violence, 10(1),
91-99. https://doi.org/10.1037/vio0000237

Gual, A., Contel, M., & Colom, J. (1999). Guia didactica para el abordaje del
alcohol en la Atencién Primaria de salud [Teaching guide for addressing
alcohol in primary health care]. In Programa Beveu Menys: Programa
de Drogues i Sida [Drink Less Program: Drug and AIDS Program].
Departament de Sanitat i Seguretat Social.

Hawn, S. E., Cusack, S. E., & Amstadter, A. B. (2020). A systematic review of
the self-medication hypothesis in the context of posttraumatic stress
disorder and comorbid problematic alcohol use. Journal of Traumatic
Stress, 33(5), 699-708. https://doi.org/10.1002/jts.22521

Heaton, R. K., Chelune, G. ]., Talley, ]. L., Kay, G. G., & Curtiss, G. (2009).
Test de Clasificacion de Tarjetas de Wisconsin, WCST [Wisconsin Card
Sorting Test Manual (in Spanish)]. TEA Ediciones.

Heaton, R. K., Chelune, G. ], Talley, J. L., Kay, G. G., & Curtiss, G. (2011). Test
de Clasificacién de Tarjetas de Wisconsin [Wisconsin Card Sorting Test
Manual]. TEA Ediciones.

Herrero, J., Fuente, A., & Gracia, E. (2011). Covariates of subjective wellbeing
among Latin American immigrants in Spain: The role of social
integration in the community. Journal of Community Psychology, 39(7),
761-775. https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.20468

Herrero, ]., Gracia, E., Fuente, A., & Lila, M. (2012). Social disorder, social
integration, and subjective well-being in Latin American immigrants
in Spain. Anales de Psicologia, 28(2), 505-514. https://doi.org/10.6018/
analesps.28.2.148721

Hong, Q. N., Gonzalez-Reyes, A., & Pluye, P. (2018). Improving the usefulness
of a tool for appraising the quality of qualitative, quantitative and
mixed methods studies, the Mixed Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT).
Journal of Evaluation in Clinical Practice, 24(3), 459-467. https://doi.
org/10.1111/jep.12884

Hyler, S. E. (2004). The Personality Diagnostic Questionnaire 4. New York
State Psychiatric Institute.

Hyler, S. E., Rieder, R. O., Williams, ]. B., Spitzer, R. L., Hendler, J., & Lyons,
M. (1988). The Personality Diagnostic Questionnaire: development and
preliminary results. Journal of Personality Disorders, 2(3), 229-237.
https://doi.org/10.1521/pedi.1988.2.3.229

Jackson, D. N. (1989). The Basic Personality Inventory manual. Sigma
Assessment Systems.

Jewell, L. M., & Wormith, J. S. (2010). Variables associated with attrition
from domestic violence treatment programs targeting male batterers:
A meta-analysis. Criminal Justice and Behavior, 37(10), 1086-1113.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854810376815

Karakurt, G., Kog, E., Cetinsaya, E. E., Aylugtarhan, Z., & Bolen, S. (2019).
Meta-analysis and systematic review for the treatment of perpetrators
of intimate partner violence. Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews,
105, 220-230. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2019.08.006

Khantzian, E. J. (1997). The self-medication hypothesis of substance use

disorders: A reconsideration and recent applications. Harvard Review of
Psychiatry, 4(5), 231-244. https://doi.org/10.3109/10673229709030550

Kraanen, F. L., Scholing, A., & Emmelkamp, P. M. (2010). Substance use
disorders in perpetrators of intimate partner violence in a forensic
setting. International Journal of Offender Therapy and Comparative
Criminology, 54(3),430-440. https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624X08330189

Kropp, P. R, Hart, S., Webster, C., & Eaves, D. (1999). Spousal risk assessment
guide user’s manual. Multi-Health Systems and BC Institute Against
Family Violence.

Kwong, M. ]., Bartholomew, K., Henderson, A. ]. Z., & Trinke, S. J. (2003). The
intergenerational transmission of relationship violence. Journal of Family
Psychology, 17(3), 288-301. https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.17.3.288

Langenderfer, L. (2013). Alcohol use among partner violent adults: Reviewing
recent literature to inform intervention. Aggression and Violent Behavior,
18(1), 152-158. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022200

Lawrence, T. L., Mcfield, A. A., Byrne, M. M,, S. Tarver, S., & Stewart, T. K. (2023).
Depression and substance use as consequences of exposure to family
violence: A moderation mediation and self-medication hypothesis
study. Journal of Child & Adolescent Trauma, 16(1), 69-79. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s40653-022-00464-3

Leonard, K. E., & Quigley, B. M. (2017). Thirty years of research show alcohol to
be a cause of intimate partner violence: Future research needs to identify
who to treat and how to treat them. Drug and Alcohol Review, 36(1), 7-9.
https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.12434

Lesieur, H., & Blume, S. (1987). The South Oaks Gambling Screen (SOGS):
A new instrument for the identification of pathological gamblers.
The American Journal of Psychiatry, 144(9), 1184-1188. https://doi.
org/10.1176/ajp.144.9.1184

Lila, M., Gracia, E., & Catald-Mifiana, A. (2018). Individualized motivational
plans in batterer intervention programs: A randomized clinical trial.
Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 86(4), 309-320. https://
doi.org/10.1037/ccp0000291

Lila, M., Gracia, E., & Catala-Mifana, A. (2020). More likely to dropout,
but what if they don’t? Partner violence offenders with alcohol
abuse problems completing batterer intervention programs.
Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 35(9-10), 1958-1981. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0886260517699952

Lila, M., Gracia, E., & Herrero, J. (2012). Asuncién de responsabilidad en
hombres maltratadores: Influencia de la autoestima, la personalidad
narcisista y la personalidad antisocial [Responsibility assumption among
male batterers: Self-esteem, narcissistic and antisocial personality
influence]. Revista Latinoamericana de Psicologia, 44(2), 99-108.

Lila, M., Gracia, E., & Murgui, S. (2013). Psychological adjustment and victim-
blaming among intimate partner violence offenders: The role of social
support and stressful life events. The European Journal of Psychology
Applied to Legal Context, 5(2), 147-153. https://doi.org/10.5093/
ejpalc2013a4

Lila, M., Martin-Fernandez, M., Gracia, E., Lopez-Ossorio, ]J. ]., & Gonzilez,
J. L. (2019). Identifying key predictors of recidivism among offenders
attending a batterer intervention program: A survival analysis.
Psychosocial Intervention, 28(3), 157-167. https://doi.org/10.5093/
pi2019a19

*Lila, M., Oliver, A., Catald-Mifiana, A., Galiana, L., & Gracia, E. (2014). The
intimate partner violence responsibility attribution scale (IPVRAS). The
European Journal of Psychology Applied to Legal Context, 6(1), 29-36.
https://doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2014a4

Lin, N., Dean, A., & Ensel, W. (1986). Social support, life events and depression.
Academic Press.

Liu, M., Cai, X., Hao, G., Li, W,, Chen, Q., Chen, Y., & Xiong, P. (2021). Prevalence
of intimate partner violence among men who have sex with men: An
updated systematic review and meta-analysis. Sexual Medicine, 9(6),
100433-100433. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esxm.2021.100433

Lépez-Ossorio, J. J., Gonzalez-Alvarez, . L., Loinaz, I., Martinez-Martinez, A., &
Pineda, D. (2021). Intimate partner homicide risk assessment by police
in Spain: The Dual Protocol VPRS5. 0-H. Psychosocial Intervention, 30(1),
47-55. https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2020a16

*Marsh, N. V., & Martinovich, W. M. (2006). Executive dysfunction
and domestic violence. Brain Injury, 20(1), 61-66. https://doi.
org/10.1080/02699050500110645

Martin-Albo, J., Niiiez, J. L., Navarro, J. G., & Grijalvo, F. (2007). The Rosenberg
Self-Esteem Scale: Translation and validation in university students. The
Spanish Journal of Psychology, 10(2), 458-467. https://doi.org/10.1017/
$1138741600006727

Martin-Fernandez, M., Gracia, E., & Lila, M. (2018). Assessing victim-
blaming attitudes in cases of intimate partner violence against women:
Development and validation of the VB-IPVAW scale. Psychosocial
Intervention, 27(3), 133-143. https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2018a18

Martin-Fernandez, M., Gracia, E., & Lila, M. (2022). Measuring perceived
severity of intimate partner violence against women (IPVAW) among
the general population and IPVAW offenders. Psychosocial Intervention,
31(2), 109-119. https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2022a8

Martin-Fernandez, M., Gracia, E., Marco, M., Vargas, V., Santirso, F. A.,, &
Lila, M. (2018). Measuring acceptability of intimate partner violence
against women: Development and validation of the A-IPVAW scale. The
European Journal of Psychology Applied to Legal Context, 10(1), 26-34.
https://doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2018a3


https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1997.tb00104.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1997.tb00104.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208317288
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260510362892
https://doi.org/10.1002/casp.746
https://doi.org/10.2174/1874946100801010001
https://doi.org/10.2174/1874946100801010001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:JOBA.0000007455.08539.94
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/vio0000237
https://doi.org/10.1002/jts.22521
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.20468
https://doi.org/10.6018/analesps.28.2.148721
https://doi.org/10.6018/analesps.28.2.148721
https://doi.org/10.1111/jep.12884
https://doi.org/10.1111/jep.12884
https://doi.org/10.1521/pedi.1988.2.3.229
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854810376815
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2019.08.006
https://doi.org/10.3109/10673229709030550
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624X08330189
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.17.3.288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0022200
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40653-022-00464-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40653-022-00464-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.12434
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.144.9.1184
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.144.9.1184
https://doi.org/10.1037/ccp0000291
https://doi.org/10.1037/ccp0000291
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260517699952
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260517699952
https://doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2013a4
https://doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2013a4
https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2019a19
https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2019a19
https://doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2014a4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esxm.2021.100433
https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2020a16
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699050500110645
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699050500110645
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1138741600006727
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1138741600006727
https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2018a18
https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2022a8
https://doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2018a3

106 C. Expésito-Alvarez et al. / Psychosocial Intervention (2023) 32(2) 89-108

Massa, A. A., Maloney, M. A., & Eckhardt, C. I. (2020). Interventions for
Perpetrators of Intimate Partner Violence: An I° Model Perspective.
Partner Abuse, 11(4), 437-446. https://doi.org/10.1891/PA-2020-0031

Mathes, E. W., & Severa, N. (1981). Jealousy, romantic love and liking:
Theoretical considerations and preliminary scale development.
Psychological Reports, 49(1), 1227-1231. https://doi.org/10.2466/
pr0.1981.49.1.23

Mathews, S., Jewkes, R., & Abrahams, N. (2015). ‘So now I'm the man’:
Intimate partner femicide and its interconnections with expressions
of masculinities in South Africa. British Journal of Criminology, 55(1),
107-124. https://doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azu076

Mayfield, D., McLeod, G., & Hall, P. (1974). The CAGE questionnaire:
Validation of a new alcoholism screening instrument. The American
Journal of Psychiatry, 131(10), 1121-1123. https://doi.org/10.1176/
ajp.131.10.1121

McBurnett, K., Kerckhoff, C., Capasso, L., Pfiffner, L. J., Rathouz, P. J., McCord,
M., & Harris, S. M. (2001). Antisocial personality, substance abuse, and
exposure to parental violence in males referred for domestic violence.
Violence and Victims, 16(5), 491-506.

McKenna, N. C.,, & Holtfreter, K. (2021). Trauma-informed courts: A review
and integration of justice perspectives and gender responsiveness.
Journal of Aggression, Maltreatment & Trauma, 30(4), 450-470. https://
doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2020.1747128

McMurran, M. (2017). Treatment of alcohol-related violence: Integrating
evidence from general violence and IPV treatment research. Drug and
Alcohol Review, 36(1), 13-16. https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.12492

Mestre, V., Frias Navarro, M. D., & Samper Garcia, P. (2004). La medida de
la empatia: andlisis del Interpersonal Reactivity Index [Measuring
empathy: The Interpersonal Reactivity Index]. Psicothema, 16(2), 255-
260.

Miguel-Tobal, J. J., Casado, M., Cano-Vindel, A., & Spielberger, C. D. (2001).
Inventario de Expresién de la Ira Estado-Rasgo STAXI-2 [State-Trait
Anger Expression Inventory]. TEA Ediciones.

Millon, T. (1997). Millon Clinical Multiaxial Inventory-Ill (MCMI-III).
National Computer Systems.

Millon, T. (1998). Inventario Clinico Multiaxial de Millon (MCMI-II) [MCMI-
11, Millon Clinical Multiaxial Inventory-II]. TEA Ediciones.

Millon, T. (2007). Inventario Clinico Multiaxial de Millon-III [MCMI-III,
Millon Clinical Multiaxial Inventory-III]. TEA Ediciones.

Mills, L. G., Barocas, B., & Ariel, B. (2013). The next generation of court-
mandated domestic violence treatment: A comparison study of batterer
intervention and restorative justice programs. Journal of Experimental
Criminology, 9(1), 65-90. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-012-9164-x

Moore, T. M., & Stuart, G. L. (2004). Illicit substance use and intimate partner
violence among men in batterers’ intervention. Psychology of Addictive
Behaviors, 18(4), 385-389. https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-164X.18.4.385

*Murphy, C. M., Taft, C. T., & Eckhardt, C. I. (2007). Anger problem profiles
among partner violent men: Differences in clinical presentation and
treatment outcome. Journal of Counseling Psychology, 54(2), 189-200.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0167.54.2.189

Murphy, C. M., & Ting, L. A. (2010). Interventions for perpetrators of intimate
partner violence: A review of efficacy research and recent trends.
Partner Abuse, 1(1), 26-44. https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.1.1.26

National Institute on Alcohol Abuse & Alcoholism (US). (1995). The
physicians’ guide to helping patients with alcohol problems. National
Institutes of Health.

Novaco, R. W. (1975). Anger control: The development and evaluation of an
experimental treatment. Lexington.

Oberleitner, L. M., Mandel, D. L., & Easton, C. J. (2013). Treatment of co-
occurring alcohol dependence and perpetration of intimate partner
violence: The role of anger expression. Journal of Substance Abuse
Treatment, 45(3), 313-318. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsat.2013.03.001

Oldham, ]J., Clarkin, J., Appelbaum, A., Carr, A., Kernberg, P., & Lotterman, A.
(1985). Aself-report instrument for borderline personality organization.
In T. H. McGlashan (Ed.), The borderline: Current empirical research
(pp. 1-18). American Psychiatric Press.

Olver, M. E., Stockdale, K. C., & Wormith, J. S. (2011). A meta-analysis of
predictors of offender treatment attrition and its relationship to
recidivism. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 79(1), 6-21.
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022200

@verup, C. S., DiBello, A. M., Brunson, J. A, Acitelli, L. K., & Neighbors, C.
(2015). Drowning the pain: Intimate partner violence and drinking to
cope prospectively predict problem drinking. Addictive Behaviors, 41,
152-161. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2014.10.006

Pace, R., Pluye, P, Bartlett, G., Macaulay, A. C., Salsberg, J., Jagosh, J., &
Seller, R. (2012). Testing the reliability and efficiency of the pilot Mixed
Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT) for systematic mixed studies review.
International Journal of Nursing Studies, 49(1), 47-53. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijnurstu.2011.07.002

Paez, F, Jiménez, A., Lopez, A., Ariza, ]. P. R,, Soto, H. O., & Nicolini, H.
(1996). Estudio de validez de la traduccién al castellano de la Escala de
Impulsividad de Plutchick [Validity study of the Plutchik Impulsivity
scale Spanish version]. Salud Mental, 19, 10-12.

Page, M. ]., McKenzie, ]. E., Bossuyt, P. M., Boutron, I., Hoffmann, T. C,,
Mulrow, C. D., Shamseer, L., Tetzlaff, J. M., Akl, E. A., Brennan, S. E., Chou,
R., Glanville, J., Grimshaw, J. M., Hrobjartsson, A., Lalu, M. M., Li, T,

Loder, E. W., Mayo-Wilson, E., McDonald, S., ... Moher, D. (2021). The
PRISMA 2020 statement: An updated guideline for reporting systematic
reviews. BMJ, 372(71). https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n71

Peitzmeier, S. M., Malik, M., Kattari, S. K., Marrow, E., Stephenson, R., Agénor,
M., & Reisner, S. L. (2020). Intimate partner violence in transgender
populations: Systematic review and meta-analysis of prevalence and
correlates. American Journal of Public Health, 110(9), e1-e14. https://
doi.org/10.2105/A]PH.2020.305774

Petersson, J., & Strand, S. (2017). Recidivism in intimate partner violence
among antisocial and family-only perpetrators. Criminal Justice and
Behavior,44(11),1477-1495.https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854817719916

Petticrew, M., & Roberts, H. (2006). Systematic reviews in the social
sciences: A practical guide. Blackwell Publishing Ltd.

Pfeiffer, S. M., & Wong, P. T. P. (1989). Multidimensional jealousy. Journal
of Social and Personal Relationships, 6(2), 181-196. https://doi.
org/10.1177/026540758900600203

Pinto e Silva, T., Cunha, O., & Caridade, S. (2022). Motivational interview
techniques and the effectiveness of intervention programs with
perpetrators of intimate partner violence: A systematic review.
Trauma, Violence, & Abuse. Advance online publication. https://doi.
org/10.1177/15248380221111472

Plutchik, R., & Van Praag, H. M. (1989). The measurement of suicidality and
impulsivity. Progress in Progress in Neuro-Psychopharmacology and
Biological Psychiatry, 13(Supp 1), 23-24. https://doi.org/10.1016/0278-
5846(89)90107-3

Radcliffe, P., d’Oliveira, A.F.P. L., Lea, S., dos Santos Figueiredo, W., & Gilchrist,
G. (2017). Accounting for intimate partner violence perpetration. A
cross-cultural comparison of English and Brazilian male substance
users’ explanations. Drug and Alcohol Review, 36(1), 64-71. https://doi.
org/10.1111/dar.12450

Radcliffe P., Gadd D., Henderson ]., Love B., Stephens-Lewis D., Johnson A.,
Gilchrist E., & Gilchrist G. (2019). What role does substance use play in
intimate partner violence? A narrative analysis of in-depth interviews
with men in substance use treatment and their current or former
female partner. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 36(21-22), 10285-
10313. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260519879259

Radloff, L. S. (1977). The CES-D scale: A self-report depression scale for
research in the general population. Applied Psychological Measurement,
1(3), 385-401. https://doi.org/10.1177/014662167700100306

*Redondo, N., Cantos, A. L., Grafia, J. L, Mufioz-Rivas, M. ]., & O’Leary,
K. D. (2019). Treatment-induced changes in undercontrolled and
overcontrolled anger subtypes of perpetrators of intimate partner
violence and 5-year recidivism. Criminal Justice and Behavior, 46(12),
1700-1718. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854819879201

Redondo, N., Pefia, M. E., Grafia, J. L., & Andreu, J. M. (2017). Psychometric
properties of the Aggression Questionnaire: A replication in a sample of
partner-assaultive men in psychological treatment. Psicothema, 29(4),
584-589. https://doi.org/10.7334/psicothema2016.390

Rivas-Rivero, E., & Bonilla-Algovia, E. (2022). Adverse childhood events and
substance misuse in men who perpetrated intimate partner violence.
International Journal of Offender Therapy and Comparative Criminology,
66(8), 876-895. https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624X211013519

Rodriguez-Martos, A., Navarro, R., Vecino, C., & Pérez, R. (1986). Validacién de
los cuestionarios KFA (CBA) y CAGE para el diagnéstico del alcoholismo
[Validation of the questionnaires KFA (CBA) and CAGE for diagnosis of
alcoholism]. Drogalcohol, 11(4), 132-139.

Rohner, R. P, Saavedra, ]J. M., & Granum, E. 0. (1978). Development and
validation of the parental acceptance-rejection questionnaire: Test-
manual. SAGE.

*Romero-Martinez, A., Lila, M., Catala-Mifiana, A., Williams, R. K., & Moya-
Albiol, L. (2013). The contribution of childhood parental rejection and
early androgen exposure to impairments in socio-cognitive skills in
intimate partner violence perpetrators with high alcohol consumption.
International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health,
10(8), 3753-3770. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph 10083753

*Romero-Martinez, A., Lila, M., Gracia, E., & Moya-Albiol, L. (2019). Dropout
from court-mandated intervention programs for intimate partner
violence offenders: The relevance of alcohol misuse and cognitive
impairments. International Journal of Environmental Research
and Public Health, 16(13), Article 2402. https://doi.org/10.3390/
jjerph16132402

*Romero-Martinez, A., Lila, M., Martinez, M., Pedrén-Rico, V., & Moya-Albiol,
L. (2016). Improvements in empathy and cognitive flexibility after
court-mandated intervention program in intimate partner violence
perpetrators: The role of alcohol abuse. International Journal of
Environmental Research and Public Health, 13(4), Article 394. https://
doi.org/10.3390/ijerph13040394

*Romero-Martinez, A., Lila, M., & Moya-Albiol, L. (2015). Alcohol abuse
mediates the association between baseline T/C ratio and anger
expression in intimate partner violence perpetrators. Behavioral
Sciences, 5(1), 113-120. https://doi.org/10.3390/bs5010113

Romero-Martinez, A., Lila, M., & Moya-Albiol, L. (2019). Long-term drug
misuse increases the risk of cognitive dysfunctions in intimate partner
violence perpetrators: Key intervention targets for reducing dropout and
reoffending. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public
Health, 16(20), Article 3792. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16203792


https://doi.org/10.1891/PA-2020-0031
https://doi.org/10.2466/pr0.1981.49.1.23
https://doi.org/10.2466/pr0.1981.49.1.23
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azu076
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.131.10.1121
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.131.10.1121
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2020.1747128
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2020.1747128
https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.12492
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-012-9164-x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-164X.18.4.385
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0167.54.2.189
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.1.1.26
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsat.2013.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022200
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2014.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijnurstu.2011.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijnurstu.2011.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n71
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2020.305774
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2020.305774
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854817719916
https://doi.org/10.1177/026540758900600203
https://doi.org/10.1177/026540758900600203
https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380221111472
https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380221111472
https://doi.org/10.1016/0278-5846(89)90107-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0278-5846(89)90107-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.12450
https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.12450
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260519879259
https://doi.org/10.1177/014662167700100306
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854819879201
https://doi.org/10.7334/psicothema2016.390
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624X211013519
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph10083753
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16132402
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16132402
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph13040394
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph13040394
https://doi.org/10.3390/bs5010113
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16203792

IPV Perpetrators with Substance Use Problems: Systematic Review 107

Rosenberg, M. (1965). Society and the adolescent self-image. Westeyan
University Press.

Rosenberg, M. (1989). Society and the adolescent self-image. Revised
edition. Westeyan University Press.

Salas-Wright, C. P, & Vaughn, M. G. (2014). A “refugee paradox” for substance
use disorders? Drug and Alcohol Dependence, 142, 345-349. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2014.06.008

Santirso, F. A., Gilchrist, G., Lila, M., & Gracia, E. (2020). Motivational
strategies in interventions for intimate partner violence offenders: A
systematic review and meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials.
Psychosocial Intervention, 29(3), 175-190. https://doi.org/10.5093/
pi2020a13

Satyanarayana, V. A., Hebbani, S., Hegde, S., Krishnan, S., & Srinivasan, K.
(2015). Two sides of a coin: Perpetrators and survivors perspectives
on the triad of alcohol, intimate partner violence and mental health
in South India. Asian Journal of Psychiatry, 15, 38-43. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ajp.2015.04.014

*Saunders, D. G. (1992). A typology of men who batter: Three types derived
from cluster analysis. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 62(2), 264-
275. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0079333

Saunders, J., Aasland, O., Babor, T., De La Fuenta, J., & Grant, M. (1993).
Development of the Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test (AUDIT):
WHO collaborative project on early detection of persons with harmful
alcohol consumption-Il. Addiction, 88(6), 791-804. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.1993.tb02093.x

Schumacher, J. A., Homish, G. G., Leonard, K. E., Quigley, B. M., & Kearns-
Bodkin, J. N. (2008). Longitudinal moderators of the relationship
between excessive drinking and intimate partner violence in the early
years of marriage. Journal of Family Psychology, 22(6), 894-904. https://
doi.org/10.1037/a0013250

Scott, K., King, C., McGinn, H., & Hosseini, N. (2011). Effects of motivational
enhancement on immediate outcomes of batterer intervention. Journal
of Family Violence, 26(2), 139-149. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-010-
9353-1

Selzer, M. L., Vinokur, A., & Van Rooijen, L. (1975). A self-administered Short
Michigan Alcoholism Screening Test (SMAST). Journal of Studies on
Alcohol, 36(1), 117-126. https://doi.org/10.15288/jsa.1975.36.117

*Semiatin, J. N., Torres, S., LaMotte, A. D., Portnoy, G. A., & Murphy, C. M. (2017).
Trauma exposure, PTSD symptoms, and presenting clinical problems
among male perpetrators of intimate partner violence. Psychology of
Violence, 7(1), 91-100. https://doi.org/10.1037/vio0000041

Shepard, M. F, Falk, D. R., & Elliott, B. A. (2002). Enhancing coordinated
community responses to reduce recidivism in cases of domestic
violence. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 17(5), 551-569. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0886260502017005005

Simons, J., & Gaher, R. (2005). The Distress Tolerance Scale: Development
and validation of a self-report measure. Motivation and Emotion, 29(2),
83-102. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11031-005-7955-3

*Siria, S., Ferndndez-Montalvo, J., Echauri, J. A., Arteaga, A., Azkarate, J. M., &
Martinez, M. (2021). Differential MCMI-III psychopathological profiles
between intimate partner violence perpetrators with and without
childhood family violence. Clinical Psychology & Psychotherapy, 28(5),
1020-1029. https://doi.org/10.1002/cpp.2557

Skinner, H. A. (1982). The Drug Abuse Screening Test. Addictive Behaviors,
7(4), 363-371. https://doi.org/10.1016/0306-4603(82)90005-3

Smedslund, G., Dalsbg, T. K., Steiro, A., Winsvold, A., & Clench-Aas, J. (2011).
Cognitive behavioural therapy for men who physically abuse their
female partner. Campbell Systematic Reviews, 7(1), 1-25. https://doi.
0rg/10.1002/14651858.CD006048.pub2

*Snow, D. L., Sullivan, T. P,, Swan, S. C,, Tate, D. C., & Klein, I. (2006). The role
of coping and problem drinking in men’s abuse of female partners: Test
of a path model. Violence and Victims, 21(3), 267-285. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1891/vivi.21.3.267

Spence, J. T., & Helmreich, R. L. (1979). Masculinity and femininity: Their
psychological dimensions, correlates, and antecedents. University of
Texas Press.

Spielberger, C. (1988). State-Trait Anger Expression Inventory manual.
Psychological Assessment Resources.

Spielberger, C. (1999). State-Trait Anger Expression Inventory manual (2™
ed.). Psychological Assessment Resources.

Steele, C. M., & Josephs, R. A. (1990). Alcohol myopia: Its prized and
dangerous effects. American Psychologist, 45(8), 921-933. https://doi.
org/10.1037/0003-066X.45.8.921

Stephens-Lewis, D., Johnson, A., Huntley, A., Gilchrist, E., McMurran,
M., Henderson, J., Feder, G., Howard, L. M., & Gilchrist, G. (2021).
Interventions to reduce intimate partner violence perpetration by
men who use substances: A systematic review and meta-analysis of
efficacy. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 22 (5), 1262-1278. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1524838019882357

Straus, A. (1979). Measuring intrafamily conflict and violence: The conflict
tactics (CT) scales. Journal of Marriage and the Family, 41(1), 75-88.
https://doi.org/10.2307/351733

Straus, M. A., Hamby, S. L., Boney-McCoy, S., & Sugarman, D. B. (1996).
The revised Conflict Tactics Scales: Development and preliminary
psychometric data. Journal of Family Issues, 17(3), 283-316. https://doi.
org/10.1177/019251396017003001

Stuart, G. L., & Holtzworth-Munroe, A. (2005). Testing a theoretical model
of the relationship between impulsivity, mediating variables, and
husband violence. Journal of Family Violence, 20(5), 291-303. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s10896-005-6605-6

*Stuart, G. L., Moore, T. M., Kahler, C. W., & Ramsey, S. E. (2003). Substance
abuse and relationship violence among men court-referred to batterers’
intervention programs. Substance Abuse, 24(2), 107-122. https://doi.
0rg/10.1080/08897070309511539

Stuart, G. L., Moore, T. M., Ramsey, S. E., & Kahler, C. W. (2004). Hazardous
drinking and relationship violence perpetration and victimization in
women arrested for domestic violence. Journal of Studies on Alcohol,
65(1), 46-53. https://doi.org/10.15288/jsa.2004.65.46

Stuart, G. L., O’Farrell, T. J., & Temple, J. R. (2009). Review of the association
between treatment for substance misuse and reductions in intimate
partner violence. Substance Use & Misuse, 44(9-10), 1298-1317. https://
doi.org/10.1080/10826080902961385

Stuart, G. L., Shorey, R. C., Moore, T. M., Ramsey, S. E., Kahler, C. W., O’Farrell,
T.]., Strong, D. R., Temple J. R., & Monti, P. M. (2013). Randomized clinical
trial examining the incremental efficacy of a 90-minute motivational
alcohol intervention as an adjunct to standard batterer intervention for
men. Addiction, 108(8), 1376-1384. https://doi.org/10.1111/add.12142

Taft, C. T., O’Farrell, T. J., Doron-Lamarca, S., Panuzio, J., Suvak, M. K., Gagnon,
D. R, & Murphy, C. M. (2010). Longitudinal risk factors for intimate
partner violence among men in treatment for alcohol use disorders.
Journal of Counselling and Clinical Psychology, 78(6), 924-935. https://
doi.org/10.1037/a0021093

*Thomas, M. D., Bennett, L. W., & Stoops, C. (2013). The treatment needs of
substance abusing batterers: A comparison of men who batter their
female partners. Journal of Family Violence, 28(2), 121-129. https://doi.
0rg/10.1007/s10896-012-9479-4

Travers, A., McDonagh, T., Cunningham, T., Armour, C., & Hansen, M. (2021).
The effectiveness of interventions to prevent recidivism in perpetrators
of intimate partner violence: A systematic review and meta-analysis.
Clinical Psychology Review, 84, Article 101974. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cpr.2021.101974

*Travers, A., McDonagh, T., Cunningham, T., Dalsklev, M., Armour, C., &
Hansen, M. (2022). Trauma exposure and domestic violence offending
severity in a probation sample from post-conflict Northern Ireland.
Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 37(3-4), 1566-1587. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0886260520922355

Turner, E., Brown, G., & Medina-Ariza, J. (2022). Predicting domestic abuse
(fairly) and police risk assessment. Psychosocial Intervention, 31(3),
145-157. https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2022a11

Tutty, L. M., Babins-Wagner, R., & Rothery, M. A. (2020). The responsible
choices for men IPV offender program: Outcomes and a comparison of
court-mandated to non-court-mandated men. Journal of Aggression,
Maltreatment & Trauma, 29(3), 292-313. https://doi.org/10.1080/10926
771.2019.1578316

Vaillant, J., Koussoubé, E., Roth, D., Pierotti, R., Hossain, M., & Falb, K. L. (2020).
Engaging men to transform inequitable gender attitudes and prevent
intimate partner violence: A cluster randomised controlled trial in North
and South Kivu, Democratic Republic of Congo. BMJ Global Health, 5(5),
Article e002223. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2019-002223

Van Orden, K. A., Cukrowicz, K. C., Witte, T. K., & Joiner, T. E., Jr. (2012).
Thwarted belongingness and perceived burdensomeness: Construct
validity and psychometric properties of the Interpersonal Needs
Questionnaire. Psychological Assessment, 24(1), 197-215. https://doi.
0rg/10.1037/a0025358

Van Orden, K. A., Witte, T. K., Gordon, K. H., Bender, T. W., & Joiner, T. E.,
Jr. (2008). Suicidal desire and the capability for suicide: Tests of the
interpersonal-psychological theory of suicidal behavior among adults.
Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 76(1), 72-83. https://doi.
org/10.1037/0022-006X.76.1.72

Vaughn, M. G., Salas-Wright, C. P., Cooper-Sadlo, S., Maynard, B. R., & Larson,
M. (2015). Are immigrants more likely than native-born Americans to
perpetrate intimate partner violence? Journal of Interpersonal Violence,
30(11), 1888-1904. https://doi.org/10.1177/088626051454905

*Vitoria-Estruch, S., Romero-Martinez, A., Lila, M., & Moya-Albiol, L. (2018).
Differential cognitive profiles of intimate partner violence perpetrators
based on alcohol consumption. Alcohol, 70, 61-71. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.alcohol.2018.01.006

*Vitoria-Estruch, S., Romero-Martinez, A., Ruiz-Robledillo, N., Sarifiana-
Gonziélez, P, Lila, M., & Moya-Albiol, L. (2017). The role of mental rigidity
and alcohol consumption interaction on intimate partner violence: A
Spanish study. Journal of Aggression, Maltreatment & Trauma, 26(6),
664-675. https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2017.1300619

Voith, L. A., Logan-Greene, P, Strodthoff, T., & Bender, A. E. (2018). A
paradigm shift in batterer intervention programming: A need to address
unresolved trauma. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 19(1)1-15. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1524838018791268

Wilson, I. M., Graham, K., & Taft, A. (2014). Alcohol interventions, alcohol
policy and intimate partner violence: A systematic review. BMC Public
Health, 14(1), 1-11. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-14-881

Winters, J. (2005). A comparison of partner violent men with alcohol
problems and partner violent men without alcohol problems. University
of Maryland.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2014.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2014.06.008
https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2020a13
https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2020a13
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajp.2015.04.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajp.2015.04.014
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0079333
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.1993.tb02093.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.1993.tb02093.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0013250
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0013250
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-010-9353-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-010-9353-1
https://doi.org/10.15288/jsa.1975.36.117
https://doi.org/10.1037/vio0000041
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260502017005005
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260502017005005
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11031-005-7955-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpp.2557
https://doi.org/10.1016/0306-4603(82)90005-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD006048.pub2
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD006048.pub2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1891/vivi.21.3.267
http://dx.doi.org/10.1891/vivi.21.3.267
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1037/0003-066X.45.8.921
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1037/0003-066X.45.8.921
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838019882357
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838019882357
https://doi.org/10.2307/351733
https://doi.org/10.1177/019251396017003001
https://doi.org/10.1177/019251396017003001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-005-6605-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-005-6605-6
https://doi.org/10.1080/08897070309511539
https://doi.org/10.1080/08897070309511539
https://doi.org/10.15288/jsa.2004.65.46
https://doi.org/10.1080/10826080902961385
https://doi.org/10.1080/10826080902961385
https://doi.org/10.1111/add.12142
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021093
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021093
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-012-9479-4.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-012-9479-4.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2021.101974
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2021.101974
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0886260520922355
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0886260520922355
https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2022a11
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2019.1578316
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2019.1578316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2019-002223
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0025358
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0025358
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.76.1.72
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.76.1.72
https://doi.org/10.1177/088626051454905
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.alcohol.2018.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.alcohol.2018.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2017.1300619
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838018791268
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838018791268
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-14-881

108 C. Expésito-Alvarez et al. / Psychosocial Intervention (2023) 32(2) 89-108

*Wolford-Clevenger, C., Brem, M. J., Elmquist, ]., Florimbio, A. R., Smith, P. N.,
& Stuart, G. L. (2017). A test of the interpersonal-psychological theory
of suicide among arrested domestic violence offenders. Psychiatry
Research, 249, 195-199. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2017.01.029

World Health Organization (WHO, 2013). Global and regional estimates
of violence against women: Prevalence and health effects of intimate
partner violence and non-partner sexual violence. World Health
Organization. https://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/publications/
violence/9789241564625/en/

World Health Organization (WHO, 2014). Global status report on violence
prevention 2014. World Health Organization on behalf of United
Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, and United Nations Development
Programme (UNODC, UNDP). https://www.who.int/publications/i/
item/9789241564793

World Health Organization (WHO, 2021). Violence against women
prevalence estimates, 2018. Global, regional and national prevalence

estimates for intimate partner violence against women and global and
regional prevalence estimates for non-partner sexual violence against
women. World Health Organization on behalf of the United Nations
Inter-Agency Working Group on Violence Against Women Estimation
and Data (UNICEF, UNFPA, UNODC, UNSD, UNWomen). https://www.
who.int/publications/i/item/9789240022256

Wright, E. M., & Benson, M. L. (2010). Immigration and intimate partner
violence: Exploring the immigrant paradox. Social Problems, 57(3),
480-503. https://doi.org/10.1525/sp.2010.57.3.480

Zimmerman, M. (2002). The Psychiatric Diagnostic Screening Questionnaire
manual. Western Psychological Services.

Zimmerman, M., & Mattia, J. I. (2001). The Psychiatric Diagnostic Screening
Questionnaire: Development, reliability and validity. Comprehensive
Psychiatry, 42(3), 175-189. https://doi.org/10.1053/comp.2001.23126


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2017.01.029
https://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/publications/violence/9789241564625/en/
https://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/publications/violence/9789241564625/en/
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9789241564793
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9789241564793
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9789240022256
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9789240022256
https://doi.org/10.1525/sp.2010.57.3.480
https://doi.org/10.1053/comp.2001.23126

	_Hlk102643854
	_Hlk96356079
	_Hlk102645046
	_Hlk113004858

